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The degeneration of 
British public life 

Pardon us if we allow ourselves the indul- 
gence of a quiet smile at the spectacular 
political crash last month of Jeffrey Archer — 
multi-millionaire novelist, ex-Tory deputy 
chairman and general whizz-kid, and, not 
least, nearly Conservative candidate for Lord 
Mayor of London. 

It is perhaps poetic justice that this fallen 
idol is a man who has managed to encapsulate 
in one personage just about everything that is 
rotten and putrid in late 20th century British 
politics. 

It seems only a short time ago that Jeffrey 
was bouncing along the streets in pursuit of his 
mayoral campaign proclaiming loudly to any 
reporters around to listen how delighted he 
was to see more and more black and white 
couples on the London scene — a sentiment 
transparently phoney but an obvious part of the 
act that the candidate felt he had to put on to 
place himself in the slipstream of political 
correctness and court the ethnic minority vote. 


Nationalis 


t Co niente! 


CLOWN AS WELL AS CON-ARTIST 
Archer is seen here doing a ‘knees-up’ with Labour favourite Ken Livingstone, with a ‘Dick 
Whittington’ in the centre. Something as serious as the mayoralty of Britain’s capital city 
is reduced to the level of pantomine. 


Now the dream is all in ruins, as Archer is set 
to be kicked out of the Tory Party and even, 
possibly, to be prosecuted for conspiring to 
pervert the course of justice and land in jail. 
The catalyst was the disclosure by a friend 
of Archer, writer and actor Ted Francis, that 
he (Archer) had asked him to provide a false 
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alibi for the night in. 1986 when Archer had 
slept with a call-girl. The alibi was part of 
Archer’s case in a libel suit brought against the 
Daily Mail over the affair. 

Francis had for some time harboured a 
grudge against Archer. His complicity in the 
alibi had: been bought by a pledge by the latter 
to invest £25,000 in a TV project in which 


- Francis had been involved. Archer later came 


up with less than half that money (£12,000). 
Nevertheless, he went around bragging that he 
had provided Archer with £20,000. After 
smarting for years over the affair, Francis 
approached publicity agent Max Clifford and 
sold the true story of the alibi for £15,000. 
Because the evidence eventually did not get to 
court, Francis is immune himself to any 
charge of perjury. 

Whilst this sordid business does not exactly 
cover Francis with glory, the light it sheds on 
Archer is revealing. It shows him to be typical 
of a very common modern breed of politician: 
utterly consumed by personal ambition, 
without an atom of moral sense, not a half- 
pennyworth’s regard for the truth, no loyalty 
whatever to friends and a preparedness to use 
anyone when convenient, then to injure them 
afterwards when they seem to have outlived 
their usefulness. 

Just how Archer managed to retain his place 
in Tory Party favour for years until this latest 
exposure says as much about the party as it 
does about himself. His character traits and 
dubious record were common knowledge in 
Tory circles but he was not only accepted but 


positively admired as a successful ‘adventurer’ 
whom nothing seemed to be able to keep 
down. Latter-day Tories tend to idolise 
‘winners’, no matter at what price in honour 
their victories are obtained. From being the 
party of grandees, they have become the party 
of careerist spivs to whom any commandment 
may be broken except the eleventh one, which 
deals with getting caught. Archer’s final ruin 
has come though his violation of this eleventh 
commandment, nothing else. 

Only the previous month, Tory leader 
William Hague had championed Archer in the 
London election as a candidate ‘‘of probiity 
and integrity’? — which suggests either that 
Mr. Hague has been dwelling on another 
planet or that he would not let on about Archer 
nearly as much as he knew. In any event, 
Hague’s fitness as a would-be national leader 
has once again been reduced to a joke. 

Bruce Anderson, writing in the Daily Mail 
on November 23rd, surveyed the pitiful 
selection of candidates lining up for the 
London mayor’s job, of whom Archer was 
merely the most outrageous in his unsuit- 
ability, and said: ‘“What a shambles, what a 
disgrace, what an insult to our capital city.”’ 

But he might have gone further, and said: 
‘‘What a commentary on British politics that 
such a creature as Archer could have come so 
far, conned so many people, achieved such 
success and enjoyed such favour before 
meeting his deserved nemesis.”’ 


Another sell-out politician 


When David Trimble first became the leader 
of the Ulster Unionist Party, we gave him the 
benefit of the doubt. His record of utterances 
on the Northern Ireland troubles suggested 
firmness tempered by a polite manner and a 
finely tuned political sense. There was just one 
niggling doubt: he had a good press, and that 
is not a recommendation for any politician in 
the way of trustworthiness in defending British 
interests. 

The niggling doubt has turned out to be 
fully justified. Trimble has now declared that 
he is prepared to accept Sinn Fein as a part of 
the new government of Northern Ireland 
without a single gun, bomb or packet of 
semtex being surrendered. And he has done so 
at the apparent risk of huge divisions in his 
party, which could even culminate in his being 
deposed as leader. The persuasion applied to 
Mr. Trimble to get him to consent to such a 
move must have been very powerful indeed! 

Of course, all this talk of the need for Sinn 
Fein/IRA to decommission on weapons is 
largely a red herring. Just supposing that these 
gangsters did start decommissioning, how 
would we know how many of the tools of 
terrorism they still had up their sleeves? A 
token offering of a few guns here and a few 
explosive devices there would be utterly 
meaningless in terms of the terrorists’ ability to 
return to their favoured trade just as soon as it 
suited them to do so — which would undoubt- 
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edly happen if the timetable for the British 
pull-out from Northern Ireland was not pro- 
ceeding to their satisfaction. 

This latest farce only underlines the truth of 
what Spearhead has said all along: that there 
is no effective way to peace in Northern 
Ireland other than through the total annihilation 
of the IRA and allied terrorist groups by all 
means necessary. 


Jealous Germans — really? 


We British — and particularly some of our 
journalists — seem to have an almost infinite 
capacity for self-deception. 

Some readers may know that there has been 
a move afoot for the British telecomm- 
unications company Vodafone to take over the 
German firm Mannesmann. The move is en- 
countering considerable opposition in 
Germany, with Chancellor Schroeder himself 
intervening in the matter. 

Stephen Glover, writing in the Daily Mail 
(23rd November) thought the Germans were 
being most unreasonable, and he went on to 
contrast the British approach to business with 
that of the Germans and French, who tend to 
protect their own domestic industries from 
foreign competition and takeover while we are 
only to happy to have ours sink or swim in an 
unfettered global market. The Germans, said 
Glover, oppose Vodafone swallowing up 
Mannesmann because they ‘“‘hate our 
success.”’ 

Now that really is a revelation! British 
industry more successful than German? One 
only has to take a look along our city streets 
and motorways, and one will find German 
cars, motor vans, heavy lorries, fire engines, 
ambulances and police vehicles in profusion — 
with no parallel intrusion of British products 
into the German market. One notes that Rover 
is now owned by BMW and Rolls Royce by 
Volkswagen, with no British ownership of any 
part of the German motor industry that we’re 
aware of. One notes that nowadays the QE2 
has to be refitted in a Hamburg shipyard, 
while the latest huge ocean-going cruise liner 
to be ordered by a British company will be 
made in the same city. 

And gross domestic product per capita is 
about 50 per cent higher in Germany than in 
Britain. 

And while Vodafone is certainly a British 
success story, it should not be forgotten that 
that company only supplies mobile ’phone 
services. In fact, there is not a single British- 
owned, UK-based company that actually 
makes mobile ’phones. Try and buy one, and 
you’ll soon find out! 

So just what is the ‘success’ on Britain’s 
part that the Germans should be jealous about? 

From their point of view, the Germans are 
of course quite right to object to the takeover 
of Mannesmann by a foreign company, British 
or otherwise, just as from their own point of 
view the French are quite right not to buy 
British beef. Instead of whining when our 


month ’s 


news 


competitors look after their interests and put 
ours down the list, we should be doing just the 
same thing. Instead of being hurt and angry 
when the Germans want to keep Mannesmann 
under their own control, we should be setting 
about taking back Rover and Rolls Royce! 


Must apologies be one-way? 


According to the Jewish Chronicle 
(19.11.99), church leaders have signed a ‘dec- 
laration of repentance’ for the treatment of 
Jews in Britain over more than 2,000 years(?). 
The international director of Coventry Cath- 
edral, Canon Andrew White, led a service at 
the House of Lords which he described as “‘a 
public confession of Christian fault before God. 
and the Jewish people... We repent our 
wrongdoing towards the Jewish people... 
Christian arrogance and persecution... have 
contributed to the first attempt to eradicate a 
people by industrialised mass murder.’’ 

Now this really is touching, but if we are 
into the apology business might it not be a bad 
idea for the rabbis to issue a declaration of 
repentance for the Jews having given the world 
communism, with all the mass murders that 
are known to have taken place in the name of 
that creed? 

Of course, not all Jews are responsible for 
communism. But for that matter neither are all 
Christians responsible for unpleasant things 
that have happened to Jews. 

But it seems that in the grovelling season 
none of these truths matter. 


Unappreciated champ 


Some sports commentators have lamented 
the absence of a rousing reception for new 
world heavywight boxing champion Lennox 
Lewis on his return to Britain following his 
taking of the title from Evander Holyfield in 
Los Angeles last month. 

In fact, it was noticeable that, despite tre- 
mendous media hype, Lewis’s bid for the title 
mostly provoked little more than a yawn this 
side of the Atlantic — by contrast with days of 
old when British heavyweights Tommy Farr, 
Bruce Woodcock, Don Cockell and Henry 
Cooper made their bids (in Farr’s and 
Cooper’s cases very nearly successfuily) to be 
World No. One. Then there was tremendous 
excitement and patriotic fervour accompanying 
the fights. But not this time. 

The difference, of course, is that deep down 
in the consciousness of the British sporting 
public, while these previous contenders were 
seen as ‘True Brit’, Lewis is not. They were 
white, and he is black. 

Good luck to Lennox Lewis. We wish him 
well, and we praise his win. But this is not a 
win we feel we can wave the flag over. That 
clearly is the national mood. We cannot, of 
course, expect newspaper writers to understand 
this. «hey live in a different world to the 
ordinary folk of this country. They expect us 
to cheer, and are baffled when we don’t. 
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In the last issue of Spearhead to 
be published in the 20th century, it 
is a good time to look back on that 
century and do a stocktaking of the 
benefits it has brought us and the 
losses we have incurred. 

Though the century has witnessed 
unparalleled leaps forward in 
technical progress and material 
prosperity, the same can be said of 
most centuries preceding it. Man’s 
knowledge of the physical world 
advances continually forwards, quite 
regardless of whether this is accom- 
panied by any improvement in polit- 
‘ical institutions or human wisdom. 
But when it comes to the things that 
really matter to Britain, we believe 
that the 20th century has been one 
of almost unrelieved disaster. 

When the century began, the 
British Flag flew over a quarter of 
the globe. Our fleets dominated the 
world’s oceans. Our nation was a 
proud, strong, expanding nation, 
‘growing in population and resources, 
mighty in the sinews of industrial 
power, and respected, if not always 
loved, in every corner of this planet. 

There were, admittedly, wrongs 
still to be righted. Large numbers of 
British people lived in conditions of 
the direst poverty. Our manufac- 
turers were some way towards 
losing their once pre-eminent place 
in the world for efficiency and pro- 
ductivity. The war raging in South 
Africa had exposed glaring short- 
comings in our military leadership 
and organisation. 

But these problems were well 
within our capacity to solve, given 
the consensus of awareness of them 
that then existed, the vast resources 
of an empire able to provide abun- - 
dance for all and, not least, a skilled, 
sturdy, moral and unified race of 
people, firm in the instinct of where 
its interests lay, and with leaders 
who, while in no case inspired, at 
least were moved by the basics of 
duty and patriotism. 

For Britain then, the 20th century 
at its dawn was almost infinite in its 
possibilities — given only reasonably 
sound direction of public affairs by 
politicians dedicated to the nation’s 
good. 


OUR CONDITION TODAY 


Yet 100 years later, we stand at 
the threshold of a new century as a 
weak, servile, demoralised and 
tragically fragmented nation, 
reduced to the territory of an 
offshore island which itself may not 
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New 
century: 
New 
dawn? 


survive as a single national entity for 
very much longer. Once the 
managers and operatives of the 
Workshop of the World. our neonle 


wag SA 


Gaaepescs.. 


The Millennium Dome (above) symbolises 
all the trashiness and vulgarity that the 
20th century has come to represent... 


now drive the highways in foreign 
motor cars, fly in foreign aeroplanes, 
travel the oceans in ships made in 
foreign yards, and work in offices or 
factories that are foreign-owned and 
equipped with foreign machinery. In 
the land where television was 
invented, they now obtain their 
evening entertainment from foreign 
sets. 


... Like- 
wise, the 
lowering 
of the 
Union 
Jack has 
come to 
symbol- 
Ise the 
collapse 
of Brit- 
ain’s 
political 
will. 


This 
once for- 
midable 
world 
power 
now pleads on its knees to the 
French to buy its beef exports, while 
its leaders sip afternoon tea with the 
murderers of British soldiers, police 
and civilians. After two terrible wars 


to defend its freedom and identity, 
its parliament conspires to turn itself 
into a glorified provincial council, 
while legislating to criminalise those 
who dare to say: “’Britain for the 
British.’” 

This nation, which formerly pro- 
duced as great an aggregate of 
brainpower as any on earth, now 
releases millions of its young from 
the schools abysmally ignorant of 
their history, of their culture, of the 
world around them, of even the 
most basic skills of literacy and 
numeracy — their mental horizons 
seemingly capable only of embracing 
knowledge of who (and what) is 
‘Top of the Pops’. 

This legacy apart, the 20th century 
has produced an embarrassing 
dearth of great art, memorable 
music and uplifting literature. If 
anything symbolises it perfectly, it is 
the revolting Millennium Dome, its 
exterior a monument to vulgarity and 
its interior littered with products of 
trivia and political correctness; a 
vast folly testifying to governmental 
profligacy and the stoical tolerance 
of the taxpayer; even the building of 
it was apparently beyond the 
capacity of our own construction 
engineers in post-industrial Britain. 


OUR DUTY TO THE FUTURE 


As we enter a new century, our 
duty is clear. We must reject 
virtually everything the old century 
has stood for, and make the future 
century fundamentally different. Just 
as the 20th century was the century 
of British decline, so must the 21st 
century become the century of 
British rebirth. 

It should hardly need saying that 
this must involve drastic political 
change: a change of direction in a 
number of major areas of policy. 
These must include Foreign Affairs, 
in particular Europe; the Economy; 
Law and Order; Race and Immig- 
ration; Overseas Aid; Education; 
Social Welfare; and Defence, just to 
mention the most important. 

But it must involve more than just 
these things. It must involve a re- 
naissance of the British spirit: a 
recovery of will in British leadership 
and of pride and self-respect in the 
British people. Our national instit- 
utions must, where necessary, be 
overhauled and transformed so that 
they become harnessed to these 
aims. 

Can all this be done? Our duty to 
the future demands that it must. 


Our new Remembrance Day, with its 
‘national ceremony’ to honour Jews 
murdered by the Nazis and lessons against 
‘racism’ is a project dear to Tony Blair and 
his coterie. 

When could we have the yearly comm- 
emoration of more than 100 million people 
of other races and religions murdered by the 
Communists, and an educational programme 
against international socialism? 

I suggest November 10th, when the 
Berlin Wall came down in 1989. 

C. WATSON 
Letter, Daily Mail (22.10.99) 


Our conception of our patria is being 
slowly eroded by our integration into a 
larger European state and system of 
defence, Yet would young British men ever 
join up, in large numbers, to a pan-Euro- 
pean army, fired by an ideal of Europe 
standing alone? It is hard to envisage: we 
fight most fiercely for that which is closest 
to us. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Sunday Telegraph (14.11.99) 


The truth is that it is impossible to be a 
nationalist and a free-trader at the same 
time... 

By attempting to combine nationalism and 
free trade in a single political party, the 
Conservatives have managed to alienate or 
confuse their natural supporters without 
winning any new adherents. To establish a 
clear identity, the Conservative Party must 
choose between free trade and nationalism. 

DOMINIC HOBSON 
The Spectator (6.11.99) 


The great and the good are in a right old 


bugger’s muddle over Robert Mugabe, the 


president of Zimbabwe, 

On the one hand, he’s black. And that’s 
good. On the other hand, he has a patho- 
logical hatred of homosexuals. And that’s 
bad. 

But if they criticise him, that makes them 
racists, doesn’t it? 

Then again, if they don’t, their silence 
will open them to accusations of failing to 
fight ‘homophobia’. 

And that’s almost as bad as being a 
racist. 

Oh, dearie me. 

So they bury their heads and hope it will 
all go away. 

Mustn’t be judgemental, must we? 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (16.11.99) 


One might be forgiven for thinking that 
the law treats homosexuality as a ‘normal’ 
and ‘valid’ alternative to heterosexuality. It 
does not. The 1967 Sexual Offences Act, 


The things they're saying 


SOME EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


which offered a defence for the practice, 
nonetheless did not legalise it. For the 
militant homosexual groups, however, toler- 
ance is not enough. They demand active 
approval and insist on debilitating the instit- 
ution of marriage in their fury to break 
down all barriers. What is reprehensible is 
that so much of Labour’s governing class is 
willing to play along. 
LEADER ARTICLE 
Sunday Telegraph (14.11.99) 


The charge of emotional incorrectness is 
now levelled at anyone who dissents from 
Blair’s vision of the Millennium Experience 
as “‘the greatest day out in the world.”’ 
Admittedly, the giant, transparent, ambig- 
uously sexed figure that will dominate the 
Experience may be a national symbol more 
potent than we realised. For what has 
Blairism proved to be but a bare face, a 
shiny surface, a paucity of guts and a 
desperate need to be all things to all men. 
Welcome to the age of the Hollow Herm- 
aphrodite. 

PHILIP NORMAN 
Article, Sunday Times Magazine 
(26.4.98) 


Each time the public thinks that British 
politics have reached the slimy bottom of 
the sleaze, there is always another cesspit 
waiting around the corner. 

The final exposure of Jeffrey Archer can 
have come as a surprise to few people. He 


_ was always dodgy. Every time the lid was 


lifted even an inch or two on his grinning 
little nit, a strong whiff of sulphur 
emerged... 

What is to become of poor old Britain in 
this dingy den politics have become? Who 
will cleanse the cloaca of slime?... 

The truth is, honourable men and women, 
those with the highest ideals of public duty, 
who can be counted on to provide disin- 
terested service, are increasingly reluctant to 
go into politics. 

Who can blame them? British politics 
have reached perhaps their lowest point in 
more than SO years. 

PAUL JOHNSON 
Daily Mail (22.11.99) 


What is happening now in Northern 
Ireland is evil and wrong, yet it is always 
portrayed as saintly and beyond reproach. 
The supporters of the agreement have 
decided that they can bury the truth, spit in 
the face of justice and defy the law — and 
collect halos for doing so. 

The ‘peace process is like one of those 
cults which takes over the brains of its 


members, who grow glassy-eyed and let 
their captive minds revolve endlessly in 
circles. .: 

You can tell them by the way that they 
talk about taking ‘‘risks for peace,’’ when 
all the risks they take are with other 
people’s happiness and safety. Those who 
argue most strongly for the release of 
gangsters will not have to live near them 
when they emerge from their prisons. 

CHRISTOPHER HITCHINS 
The Express (22.11.99) 


Washington, Dublin, the SDLP and much 
of the world, weary of Ulster’s troubles, are 
urging the Unionists to trust the Govern- 
ment. Peter Mandelson is promising them 
that Sinn Fein/IRA would be expelled from 
a new Ulster government if there were no 
swift decommissioning — just as Tony Blair 
promised them, at the time of the Belfast 
Agreement referendum: ‘“Those who use or 
threaten violence excluded from the govern- 
ment of Northern Ireland’’; ‘‘prison-ers kept 
in unless violence is given up for good.”’ 
Those pledges were broken. Quite 
justifiably, Unionists want to know why it 
would all be different this time, and what 
reason Mr. Trimble has to risk a devastating 
split in his party. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Daily Telegraph (17.11.99) 


Churchill’s aims were the preservation of 
the Empire and of the balance of power in 
Europe. By the end of the war, the Empire 
was on the skids and the Russians were 
much too powerful in Europe. Poland was 
no more independent than it had been after 
September 3rd 1939, and democracy cert- 
ainly no safer. Rhetoric about ‘finest hours’ 
obscures the part the war played in Britain’s 
plight after 1945. 

JOHN CHARMLEY 
Daily Telegraph (5.11.99) 


The very existence of these new assem- 
blies is bound to lead to conflict with 
Westminster... our lives will be disturbed 
daily and then hourly by the antics of these 
nonentity politicians in London, Edinburgh, 
Cardiff and Strasbourg, laying their plots 
and fighting their silly fights. 

Much of the media love it. Radio Five 
Live, and the hundreds of other radio and 
television programmes which fill the air- 
waves, feed off the activities of this 
burgeoning new class of politicians... More 
politicians do not ensure better govern- 
ment. 

STEPHEN GLOVER 
Daily Mail (2.11.99) 
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THE ‘WHY SHOULD...?" SYNDROME 


The tame acceptance of the Lords’ demise shows that both right and left 
are transfixed hy the ‘equality’ ideal, says JOHN TYNDALL 


I AM NOT a strong partisan for the House 
of Lords — but this is only in the sense that 
I am not a strong partisan for our parlia- 
mentary institutions generally, at least as 
they have evolved in modern times. It seems 
glaringly obvious to me that we need to 
start thinking seriously about the radical 
reform of our whole political system, from 
which the Lords should not be exempt. 
What is ridiculous about the ‘radicalism’ of 
the present day is that it directs its 
reforming fervour almost solely at the 
Upper House whilst retaining a faith in the 
efficacy of the Commons that is almost 
reverential. 

There is a reason for this that is not difficult 
to pinpoint. Today’s political culture simply 
cannot accept the idea of hereditary power and 
privilege. Although this non-acceptance is, like 
almost every other political idea in current 
fashion, of left-wing pedigree, it meets with 


LORD BURFORD 


emoniously thrown out of the House for his 
pains. In fact, Lord Burford had much more 
than the House of Lords on his mind. In a 
statement to the Daily Telegraph afterwards, 
he asserted:- 


“Tony Blair wants to abolish Britain and 
William Hague is doing nothing to stop him. 
I want:to hold the mirror up to the three 
main parties who are all a single beast, a 
three-headed hydra, and challenge them to 
give the people of Britain an assurance that it 
will remain a sovereign independent nation.”’ 


In response to this, the Telegraph reporter, 
Rachel Sylvester, commented: ‘‘It might seem 
strange that a member of the aristocracy could 
promote itself as the only true remaining 
representative of the majority. But Lord 
Burford believes that his instincts are more in 
tune with the nation than the Government’s.’’ 

In fact, none of this is strange at all. It has 
always been a leftist-liberal myth that elected 
MPs in the House of Commons are closer to 


A peer prepared to buck the globalist establishment 


so slavishly has contemporary Conservatism 
adapted itself to the rules of the left-wing 
agenda. This, no doubt, is why the traditional 
rights of hereditary peers were surrendered last 
month with barely a whimper. It took one of 
the younger, and perhaps more eccentric, of 
them, the 34-year-old Lord Burford, to make 
a stand on behalf of his class, climbing onto 


the woolsack to draw attention to himself and ° 


shouting ‘“Treason!’’, thereupon getting uncer- 
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the pulse of the people than the hereditary 
peers. The former, to further their political 
careers, must become the tools of one or other 
of the big party machines, which in modern 
times, as Lord Burford says, ‘‘are all of a 
single beast.’’ For a long time, these party 
machines have been moving further and 
further away from the people of Britain, both 
in respect of their political instincts and of the 
interests they serve — so much so that it has 


| 


been in the Lords almost exclusively that there 
can be found men and women who can speak 
for the British people. Admittedly, there are 
not all that many of them. A very large 
portion of the Lords today consists of life 
peers who are political appointees and 
therefore, like their counterparts down the 
corridor, folk who have spent a large part of 
their lives faithfully serving the liberal-globalist 
establishment (the ‘single beast’, as Lord 
Burford would put it). Nevertheless, even 
these people, having been elevated to the 
peerage, are there till the end of their days, are 
not dependent on the favour of the party 
machines and are consequently much freer to 
vote according to their consciences than if they 
were still in the Commons and could be 
deselected for stepping out of line. 

A classic case was the late Lord Tonypandy, 
formerly George Thomas, the Speaker of the 
House of Commons and before that an ord- 
inary Labour MP. It was only after he took his 
seat in the Upper House that this lifelong 
servant of the Labour Party began to speak out 
forcefully against British integration with the 
European Union — at a time when his own 
party was becoming increasingly Euro-feder- 
alist. Some of Lord Tonypandy’s political 
statements in his final years could have come 
from the platforms of the British National 


_ Party. Did this constitute some remarkable late 


conversion to patriotic ideals? No, it simply 
meant that His Lordship now felt free to say 
openly what for many years he would have 
liked to say but was inhibited from saying by 
fear of the party whips! 


Aristocracy in theory 


The hereditary peers are of course a 
different case altogether. In theory, they 
should represent an aristocracy of intelligence 
and character. In fact, no small number of 
them have owed their presence in the Lords to 
some chance circumstance many centuries 
back, when an ancestor performed self-inter- 
ested services to some king or other and was 
rewarded with one of the titles which it was 
customary to hand out for such favours. Or, as 
in the case of the young Lord Burford, they 
may be the distant offspring of highly 
questionable sexual liaisons, Burford himself 
being a descendant of the illegitimate son of 
Charles II and Nell Gwynn. 

But nevertheless, occupying their seats for 
life like their appointed colleagues, they do not 
feel the pressures involved in survival in the 
party political game. They do not have to 
toady to anyone; they can say ‘No’ to whom- 
ever they like. It may be remembered that the 
appalling ‘War Crimes’ Bill, which violated 


some of the most ancient canons of British 
justice, got an easy ride through the Commons 
some years ago under pressure from what one 
MP described as ‘‘the world’s most powerful 


lobby,’’ but met with much stiffer resistance in 


the Lords, where it was subjected to the expert 
scrutiny not only of leading legal luminaries 
but also of people unwilling to serve as the 
same kind of tame lobby fodder. The Bill was 
not stopped, but it was subjected to consider- 
able delay, with some of its more ludicrous 
and outrageous clauses excluded. 

Andrew Roberts, writing in the Sunday 
Telegraph of November 11th, was near to the 
heart of the matter when he said:- 


“Their lordships should be thanked... for 
having helped provide the best possible 
bulwark against over-hasty and ill-thought-out 
legislation. They should be thanked for 
having given of their time, energy, consider- 
ation and wisdom, for no other reason than a 
sense of duty and the fact that their fore- 
fathers did. Above all, they should be con- 
gratulated for devoting themselves to the 
service of their country, as Lord Salisbury 
wrote, ‘unaffected by the motives which 
might mislead those who are less safe from 
the freaks of fortune and less insensitive to 
the fascinations of ambition or of gain.’ ”’ 


And further on:- 


**... Personal ambition was rarely part of 
their motivation in the way it all too often is 
in the Lower House. If one wanted to find 
corruption, deceit or petty-mindedness in 
British parliamentary life, one did not look to 
the crimson benches but to the green ones...”’ 


Importance of breeding 


All this is true in its generality, but it might 
appear to be an over-flattering picture of the 
peerage as it is today. As I have said, the 
theory about the hereditary peers, at least, is 
that they should represent an aristocracy of 
brains and character. Quite apart from the fact 
that many of them owe their rank to circum- 
stances rather removed from this rule, there is 
the additional fact that, over centuries, 
expedient marriages dictated by either infat- 
uation or financial convenience rather than 
duty to the line have greatly lowered the race 
quality of so many noble families in Britain. 
This is a danger inherent in all aristocracies, 
and it greatly preoccupied Anthony. Ludovici, 
perhaps the foremost advocate among modern 
writers of the aristocratic principle. Ludovici 
had no time whatever for the liberal-leftist idea 
of ‘equality’, and in his The Specious Origins 
of Liberalism he stoutly defended the concept 
of a superior caste of people born to rule, 
saying:- 

“‘... Man’s most urgent and everlasting 
problem must always have been, and still is, 
to find and establish an Authority which can 
lend acceptable compelling power to the rules 
by which he governs his society. Originally, 
men were doubtless assisted in this quest by 
the natural inequality of gifts and capabilties 
recognisable among them, and whenever no 
arbitrary imposition of rulership through 
conquest occurred differences in individual 
endowment, in mental and physical attributes, 


political power. 


must usually have determined the identity of 

rulers and ruled. 

“The readiness of all men in situations of 

emergency or simple need to defer to their 

superiors in strength, whether of body or 
mind, and willingly to profit from a fellow 
man’s greater resourcefulness, perspicacity, 
inventiveness, mere dexterity, observational 

powers, or what not, must inevitably have ° 

induced most societies, however primitive, 

and even against the will of the least dis- 
criminating, to acknowledge and raise to 

Authority those among their members whom 

it was to the general advantage to follow and 

obey.” 

Today’s egalitarians would tend either to 
reject this rule out of hand, just refusing to 
admit that any one man might be better than 
another, or to argue: ‘‘Yes, there are superiors 
and inferiors in ability, but let the first sort 
themselves out from the second by achieve- 
ment rather than by any hereditary right. In 
other words, let every kind of hierarchy, 
whether political, social, financial or whatever 
be a meritocracy.”’ 

The latter is a compelling argument, and it 
has on its side not only the unquestionable fact 
that people of the highest quality can arise, and 
have arisen, from humble origins by the sheer 
power of their accomplishments, but also that 
aristocratic families, though perhaps beginning 
from noble blood lines, can degenerate down 
the centuries. 
mentioned earlier, are the most obvious 
causes, resulting as these often do in offspring 
in which the superior genes are not repro- 
duced. But, additionally, if the upbringing of 
the sons and daughters of nobility is not 
carefully supervised with a view to ensuring 
their fitness for the exercise of high rank and 
privilege, the ease and comfort of their lives 
may well have a corrupting influence on them 
notwithstanding good genetic endowment. 

Our present hereditary peerage is a case in 
point. Whether through one of these causes or 
the other, most are not really fit to exercise 
An anemic liberalism 
pervades the Upper House almost as thor- 
oughly as it does the Lower. The mere 
acquaintance with a cross-section of them will 
reveal an abundance of castrated voices and 
weak jaws. The few lords who have spoken 
out courageously against the long series of 
20th century betrayals only highlight the 
preponderance of those who have tamely 
acquiesced. Ludovici pinpointed the origins of 
this phenomenon when contrasting the heredity 
problems of royal families with the much less 
acute ones of aristocracies:- 


“At all events, the decline of Aristocracy in 
the civilisation of the West has in one sense 
been less forgivable, because more avoidable, 
than that of genuine monarchy, and for the 
simple reason that nowhere have aristocratic 
families felt themselves under the perilous 
obligation of ransacking the whole Continent 
for suitable mates of so-called ‘Blue blood’. 
They were thus spared this potent source of 
blood-adulteration and were free to choose 
mates for their sons and daughters among 
families who were at least of their own 


Marriages of expediency, © 


nationality and more or less of their own 
type. Only when, as we shall see, this liberty 
was abused and their sons stooped, in 
response to a romantic misunderstanding of 
their overpowering lust, to choose mates 
unlikely to help in maintaining the family 
quality, was this most important advantage 
over royalty forfeited.’’ 


Ludovici’s model was the Aristocracy of 
Venice, a rare case of a ruling caste main- 
taining itself by strict regulation of its 
members. He said:- 

‘And what was the secret of this except- 
ionally successful aristocratic achievement? 
Simply that the Venetian aristocrats, being 
more realistic and intellectually gifted and 
upright than those of other European states, 
first of all knew that they must allow for the 
natural iniquity of man, even when it is 
clothed in ermine and silks; and secondly 
that, if they wished to survive as a ruling 
minority, they must devise a system of 
internal control and discipline designed to 
maintain a high standard of quality among the 
members of their Order and punish, if 
necessary with degradation, any one of them 
who fell below a certain level of decency and 
efficiency.”’ 


Ludovici’s theory — for which there is 
ample backing — was that the clearly demon- 
strable faults in aristocratic families led their 
detractors to the wrong conclusions. As he 
Says:- 

‘*,. their own sins against themselves and 

their Order have from the very first been 

overlooked by the liberal intelligentsia, who 
have consistently ascribed the vices of the 
rule of the ‘Best’, not to the absence of the 

Best, but to the inevitable defects of the 

institution of Aristocracy as such.”’ 


Clearly, this description applies to our own 
British aristocracy, hence its failings and 
derelictions of duty. Yet is it not a fact that our 
current debate on the subjects both of the 
Lords and the Monarchy is falling into exactly 
the same trap as that stated by Ludovici in his 
reference to the ‘liberal intelligentsia’? We are 
confusing between these institutions themselves 
and the gross limitations of their present 
encumbants. 


The alternatives 


But, even given these limitations, are the 
alternatives any better? Leaving the Monarchy 
aside for the moment, is Britain really going to 
be better governed as a result of hereditary 
peers being greatly cut in number and event- 
ually phased out altogether? If their appointed 
successors — life peers to the last man and 
woman — were to be truly a meritocracy, 
chosen on the basis of real contributions to 
Britain’s progress and achievement, there 
might be something to be said for the change. 
But in the real world we know that this will 
not happen; indeed, evidence so far demon- 
strates that it is not happening. Life peers are 
for the most part mere party hacks, whether 
the party be Labour or Tory. They are put 
there mainly for the same reasons as the 

Contd. overleaf 
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THE “WHY SHOULD...?’ 


SYNDROME 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


‘liberal intelligentsia’ would condemn in the 
original setting up of titled dynasties hundreds 
of years past: they have rendered handy 
services to the ruling powers, mainly from 
motives of pure self-interest. Today they are 
also, in no small part, appointees chosen to 
pacify various noisy lobbies. Lord Waheed 
Alli, to whom we referred elsewhere in these 
pages last month, is a perfect case in point. An 
Asian homosexual, he serves the purpose of 
currying favour with two lobbies at the same 
time! His achievement consists of making a lot 
of money out of the production of trashy child- 
‘ren’s TV programmes which have done more 
to corrupt than to educate. 

In a less diseased age than our own, such 
absurdities as the elevation of the ludicrous 
Lord Alli might have been rejected. Neverthe- 
less, there remains an inherent danger in 
systems where every route to the top of the 
pyramid of national power is one that has to be 
negotiated by way of political infighting, 
intrigue and boot-licking. An unnamed 
American was once quoted as saying: ‘‘When 
I realised what a man had to do to become 
president, I determined that I would never 
want to be governed by such a person.’’ There 
is a fund of native wisdom in this, and the 
truth of it contributes substantially to the case 
for aristocracy. Power acquired by hereditary 
right is power that has not had to be fought for 
by every dirty trick in the political game, and 
it thereby creates the hope that at least some, 
if not all, of its holders may exercise it disin- 
terestedly and in a spirit of true public service. 
At the same time, the fact that that power 
cannot be taken away except by the Grim 
Reaper himself provides some prospect that the 
holder will not duck great public respons- 
ibilities for fear of the clamour of money and 
mob — the more so if this privilege is accom- 
panied by the security of inherited wealth that 
ensures immunity from the pressures of 
financial survival. 

Of course, these arguments in favour of an 
hereditary aristocracy presuppose such a body 
of people surviving and serving under ideal 
conditions — the kind of conditions exemp- 
lified by Ludovici in his reference to the 
Venetian ruling caste. Much more often, 
however, such conditions have not been main- 
tained, and aristocracies have tended to decline 
and decay. To place political power simply in 
the hands of an hereditary aristocracy therefore 
provides a wholly inadequate answer to our 
problems of leadership today. 


‘No improvement 


At the same time, the complete abolition of 
all hereditary power, as has occurred in most 
countries around the world and as is now 
clearly planned for Britain, has most certainly 
not led to any improvement in the quality 
of political leadership. On the contrary, it 
could be asked whether there has ever been a 
time in history when the calibre of the people 
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A TONY PROMOTION 
This is Lord Bassam, one of Blair’s life 
peers, seen here in his robes. His contrib- 
ution to Britain’s achievements? For several 


years he was leader of Brighton’s squatters. 


in government, British or foreign, has been 
lower. Just where today are the Palmerstons, 
the Salisburys, the Bismarcks, Metternichs and 
Cavours? All we have to show are the Blairs, 
the Majors, the Clintons, the Chiracs, the 
Schroeders, the Yeltsins. Are these latter 
personages good arguments for a system of 
leadership selection based wholly on demo- 
cratic principles and procedures? 

Recent debate concerning House of Lords 
reform has centred almost entirely’ on the 
question of whether it is ‘fair’, or ‘just’ or 
‘right’ for people to possess political influence 
by virtue of the deeds of some remote 
ancestor. I liken this question to what might be 
called the ‘‘Why should...?’’ syndrome. This 
is not a very elegant phrase, I will admit, and 
I would welcome suggestions as to a better one 
which would encapsulate the same tendency. 
“Why should...?’’ are words that I have been 
hearing for as long as memory extends, 
followed as they usually have been by some 
envious whine concerning the human inequal- 
ities that are part of life in the real world. 
‘“Why should’’ some people have more wealth 
than others? ‘“Why should’’ some people have 
more power than others? ‘“Why should’’ some 
people have special rights that others do not 
have? We hear this kind of talk all the time. It 
is natural enough coming from adolescents, 
but beyond a certain age it suggests that the 
utterer simply has failed to grow up. For that 
matter, ‘‘why should’ certain people be gifted 
with good looks and others be ugly? ‘“Why 
should’’ some have brains and others be 
stupid? ‘‘Why should’? some enjoy good 
health and others be sickly? ‘‘Why should’’ 
there be superior and inferior at all? The fact 
is that these things are, and we cannot alter 
them. Political wisdom lies in accepting them 
and taking them into account, whether this be 
in respect of differences between races or 


between individuals. — 

Yet it is the “Why should...?’’ syndrome 
that forms the whole basis for the scheme to 
get rid of hereditary peers, and in the mean- 
time do away with their voting powers. It is 
the old lefty gripe against human inequality, 
but in terms of creating the conditions for 
better government in Britain it is totally irr- 
elevant. 


Our most important need 


Our main preoccupation, with the 20th 
century now nearly behind us and a new 
century about to begin, should be with the 
question of how to achieve a much higher 
quality of personnel in the ranks of those who 
wield political power. We need somehow to 
find people infinitely superior to run our affairs 
than those to whom we have been accustomed 
in the recent past, and we then need to provide 
them with the instruments of government 
necessary for them to lead effectively. The 
political debate should be dominated by this 
question, yet it is almost ignored as we 
become bogged down in trivia concerning the 
‘rights’ of one type of person in politics by 
comparison with those of another. 

The scope of this proper and necessary 
debate is vast. It ranges right across the great 
complex of political instututions through which 
power is exercised. In this comparatively short: 
essay, there is neither the time nor the space to 
explore every avenue of enquiry relevant to the 
question. . 

We can, however, acknowledge the over- 
riding imperative which I have stated: that of 
personnel of real quality in power, whatever 
their instruments of government may be. 

In the quest for this quality, I believe that 
there is room for the rule of heredity to 
operate to some extent. Equally, there is room 
for the rule allowing for people to rise by 
merit — providing it is the genuine merit of 
real public service, as opposed to the Blairite 
criteria of toadyism and cronyism. 

This means that it is desirable for us to 
maintain some institution whereby the best 
elements among the aristocratic classes are 
able still to be a part of the power structure, 
owing their positions to hereditary right rather 
than to mere success in the party political 
jungle. - 

The House of Lords, in its very imperfect 
way, has provided an institution of that kind. 
There is much that could be done to improve 
‘it, and therein opens up yet another debate of 
infinite range. 

But those who talk of improvement by a 
rejection of the hereditary principle are aiming 
wildly off target and merely revealing that they 
have not the slightest understanding of the real 
problem. It is, again, the ‘‘Why should...?”’ 
syndrome — the great red herring in our 
search for better government. 

Quality of leadership attained, rather than 
supposed justices or injustices in leadership 
selection, is what should concern us as we 
endeavour to make the new century a better 
one for Britain than the old. 


BRITISH TRADITION IN 
AUSTRALIA UNDER SIEGE 


NIGEL JACKSON reports on the result 
of the constitutional referendum 


WHILE 55 per cent of Australian voters 
have rejected the republic model on offer 
in the constitutional referendum on the 6th 
November, the monarchy and the British 
connection in Australia remain gravely 
jeopardised. 

Although only one state (Victoria) voted in 
favour of the change to a republic (and only 
by a very slim majority), it seems clear that 
republican sentiment substantially outweighs 
monarchist sentiment in the nation; and the 
significance of our historic ties to Britain and 
its culture have been almost completely 
censored out of the public debate in the 
national forums during the past 18 months — 
with the inevitable result that more and more 
Australians (especially among the younger 
generation) are simply unaware of those ties 
and their importance to our heritage. 

Monarchists and British loyalists in 
Australia must in the immediate future work 
very hard to find new and better ways of 
conveying the value of that heritage to young 
Australians, for otherwise the next refer- 
endum (and I predict that there will be one 
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The republican lobby in Australia relied on crude propaganda, some of it in poor taste, to 


within the next decade) will be lost to the 
anti-British establishment of republicans and 
globalists. 


TELEVISION POST-MORTEM 


It was interesting to watch the Melbourne 
TV Channel 9 post-mortem show last night 
(6th November), titled ‘Australia decides’, 
hosted by well-known compere Ray Martin, 
an eloquent left-wing republican and estab- 
lishment figure. He first presented a clip of 
Australian Republican Movement president 
Malcolm Turnbull, international banker and 
chief spokesman for the failed republic 
model, conceding defeat. Turnbull spoke 
with significant ungraciousness, blaming 
coalition prime minister John Howard for the 
republicans’ demise, and then derisively and 
divisively sneering at Her Majesty Queen 
Elizabeth as she who “‘will reign over us’’ as 
long as the enemies of the republic hold the 
office of prime minister under their control. 
Turnbull made not the slightest attempt to 
apologise for his own contribution to the 
debacle of his republican model. 


present its case. This newspaper cartoon shows a picture of Prime Minister Howard, who 
voted for the monarchy, sitting on the Queen’s knee. It was largely at this level of argument 
that the debate was conducted. 


Viewers were next presented with a clip of 
Australians for Constitutional Monarchy 
leader Kerry Jones giving her ‘victory 
speech’. Throughout this address she made 
absolutely no affirmative statement in 
favour of the monarchy or its importance 
at all! She could just as easily have been a 
‘Real Republican’ as she rejoiced over the 
people’s rejection of a defective model for a 
republic. 

Mrs. Jones glossed over the obvious 
damage done to the monarchical cause 
during the campaign. Equally, she omitted to 
comment on the narrowness of the result and 
the deep divisions in Australia over our 
constitutional future. Fatuously, she called 
for all citizens to accept the result and go 
forward ‘‘as a united nation.”’ 

One wondered about the real status of 
these two people, the much-publicised 
‘leaders’ of the two teams brought into 
existence before the Constitutional 
Convention of February 1998 to provide a 
public spectacle of the referendum battle and — 
lavishly provided with public money by the 
coalition government led by John Howard. 
Neither of them had been elected by the 
people whom they were supposed to 
represent. Effectively they were appointees 
— but of whom? 


POOR PRESENTATION OF 
THE MONARCHIST CASE 


As readers of my Spearhead article last 
month will recall, I had spent the best part of 
a year trying without success to ensure that 
the affirmative case for retaining the 
monarchy was put to the Australian people 
clearly and fully in major newspapers and by 
the Government in the official information 
booklet for voters. In particular, I argued 


_ that the ACM had shown itself unrepresent- 


ative of all monarchists by the drabness and 
limited nature of the pro-monarchy case 
which it wrote for the official information 
booklet published by the Government in late 
1997 for voters before the election of 
delegates to the Constitutional Convention, 
and that it would be unjust to give it 
unfettered control of the ‘No’ case before the . 
referendum. Mr. Howard and his govern- 
ment ignored my request, and only in the 
closing stages of the campaign did our 
Contd. overleaf 
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BRITISH TRADITION IN 


AUSTRALIA UNDER SIEGE. 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


national newspaper The Australian finally 
allow me to publicise the injustice. In its 
weekend edition of the 23rd/24th October 
my following letter appeared:- 


“The case for retaining a monarchical form 
of government has not been fairly and ade- 
quately put to the people, and the official 
‘No’ case is a grotesque travesty. 
“Responsible for this disgraceful situation, 
in my view, are the Prime Minister, the 
Government, the major media and the 
ACM (Australians for Constitutional 
Monarchy). 

“The glory and splendour of an 1,100- 
year-old sacred tradition of royalty 
involving service to the people and pro- 
tecting them from the depredations of 
barons (financial élites in our times) has - 
been suppressed from attention in the major 
public forums.”’ 

NIGEL JACKSON 


To my amazement, The Australian had the 
brazen effrontery in its next issue to claim 
impeccable impartiality of presentation. I 
faxed a response immediately and, also to 
my amazement, they published it too, on the 
29th October, as follows:- 


“Your editorial claim in ‘Opinion no 
obstacle to fair reporting’ that your news 
coverage of the debate on the constitutional 
referendum “‘has been scrupulously fair’’ is 
unsustainable. 
“‘A whole segment of monarchist opinion, 
that represented by the Australian 
Monarchist League and the Australian 
League of Rights, was almost completely 
excluded during the past year. 
“The case for retaining the Crown, which 
could have been abundantly and brilliantly 
put in articles by the leading spokesmen of 
these groups, was muffled. To make it 
worse, you published claims by several 
republican partisans that ‘monarchists’ had 
abandoned ‘“‘mention of the Queen.”’ That 
may have been true of the ACM but was 
never true of monarchists as a whole. 
“‘Australians should have been given in 
your pages far more articles dealing with 
the contribution to British and Australian 
culture of the monarchy over 1,100 or 
more years. 
“These issues were brought to your atten- 
tion as early as January. Instead, you 
continued to publish a great preponderance 
of pro-republican material. A better effort 
is needed next time.”’ 
NIGEL JACKSON 
At the time of writing (7th November) 
these letters have not been answered in any 
way. ‘‘Truth cries in the market place and is 
not heard.’’ However, a major result of the 
referendum campaign is that the ACM can 
no longer be entrusted by monarchists with 
the leadership of the case for the Crown. It 
was certainly reasonable tactics to exploit the 
divisions between republicans, but the aff- 
irmative case for the monarchy should 
also have been stated, and should have 
received pre-eminence in the ‘No’ booklet. 
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It should be obvious that a monarchist 
movement that does not dare openly 
present its positive case does not deserve a 
hearing, and that an Australia which is 
unmoved by that case does not deserve a 
monarchy. The ACM case may have won 
the referendum this time but has done great 
harm to the monarchist and pro-British 
position. It has enabled the major media and 
the republicans to accuse ‘monarchists’ of no 
longer having confidence in their own 
position. 

The great strength of the royalist case is 
the grandeur, beauty, mystery and culture 
associated with a sacred monarchy of over a 
millennium’s duration. The ACM’s refusal to 
emphasise this, together with its willingness 
to see the two Leagues (who would have 
insisted on that emphasis) frozen out of the 
campaign, calls into question the motives of 
its founders and leaders. 


WHO VOTED WHICH WAY? 


An important aspect of the referendum 
result, given considerable emphasis by 
‘Australia decides’’, is the fact that many 
working-class ALP (Australian Labour 
Party) federal seats voted ‘No’, while many 
affluent Coalition seats voted ‘Yes’. Mr. 
Howard’s personal electorate voted ‘Yes’ 
(though he did not), while Labour leader 
Kim Beazley’s voted ‘No’ (though he did 
not)! What this shows is that, as a general 
rule, the republic was supported by the 
wealthy and the ‘insiders’ and opposed by 
the poorer ‘outsiders’. This suggests that new 
political groupings within Australia could 
emerge over the next decade, thus making 
accurate prediction of the context of the next 
referendum more difficult. 

Australia has seen two would-be nation- 
alist parties rise and fall in the last few years. 
Graeme Campbell’s ‘Australia First’ 
appeared to have sound policies but fatally to 
lack vision for the future of the nation — I 
mean a vision for which citizens will 
sacrifice their energies and even their lives, 
not just political programmes, however 
practical. 

As for Pauline Hanson’s ‘One Nation’ 
party, this never seemed to me to be a 
competent or trustworthy outfit. The major 
media treated ‘One Nation’ to enormous free 
publicity (much of it hostile, of course), 
while giving ‘Australia First’ the silent 
treatment. 

“Australia First’ was thus largely stymied 
by a surge to ‘One Nation’, and then, of 
course, ‘One Nation’ was gradually deprived 
of ‘‘the oxygen of publicity’’ and subjected 
to more regular scathing attacks. 

Australia needs a new nationalist 
movement led by citizens with greater 
wisdom and sense of tradition than 
Campbell or Hanson; for another result of 
the recent referendum campaign has been 
to prove beyond any doubt that the 
Coalition cannot any longer be trusted to 
support our traditional monarchical 


constitution. 

Our opponents’ greatest strength is their 
financial might. Our own greatest strength is 
truth. As the referendum campaign drew to a 
close, important statements appeared in The 
Australian and The Age (Melbourne’s most 
intellectual daily). On the 29th October The 
Australian published an article by ACM 
leader and Coalition MP Tony Abbott 
(‘Heartfelt reasons to be faithful’). In parts of 
this article the writer at last touched on the 
extraordinarily telling affirmative case for the 
monarchy:- 


“‘The Crown is the one civic institution that . 
is exactly as old as Australia. In this 
country, the Crown is older than parliament 
and older than the courts. The Crown came 
ashore with the First Fleet. It was with us 
at Gallipoli and the Kokoda Trail. It 
punished the perpetrators of the Myall 
Creek massacre. It has changed and grown 
with us. 

“In 1901 Australia lived under the British 
Crown and the Governor-General was an 
Englishman representing the British 
Government. Today, it’s the Australian 
Crown and the Governor-General is an 
Australian representing the people in the 
Crown’s name. Of course, the Crown is 
part of our British heritage — but we have 
made it our own just as we have made 
cricket, the common law and the English 
language our own. It has become an 
indigenous institution... 

“‘Next to the papacy, the monarchy is the 
oldest continuing institution in western 
Civilisation. It gives Australia a stake in a 
cultural tradition that is bigger than us and 
a claim on a great international figure in 
ways that add colour and ceremony to our 
national life. This is the third and possibly 
the most significant argument for the 
Crown...: 

“The argument for the monarchy depends 
on respect for tradition, loyalty, continuity. 
The monarchy depends on a preference for 
things that have stood the test of time and 
an instinct that this generation is unlikely to © 
be so much wiser than its predecessors. 
The monarchy depends on a sense of living 
history told and lovingly retold, not because 
people are dwelling in the past but because 
they understand that all our yesterdays 
shape all our tomorrows. Of course, it’s 
hopelessly out of sympathy with the 
zeitgeist. But that reflects worse on these 
times than on the Crown. 

“A monarch who reigns but does not rule; 
a dignitary famous for being rather than 
doing; a potentate who exercises no power; 
the paradoxes of the monarchy are 
reminders that life is more than the urgent 
simplicities of a budget bottom line, catchy 
slogan or logical conclusion. In its grand 
ceremonial, sense of mystery and even 
consoling fictions, the monarchy can be a 
numinous symbol of order and value in a 
difficult world.’ 


Magnificent words! But why, one 
wonders, did the ACM not push this line 
vigorously throughout the campaign and 
ensure that it was well stated in the official 
information booklet? 


POWER OF SYMBOLISM 


In The Age on the 2nd November app- 
eared an article by Professor David Tacey of 
the English Department of La Trobe Univer- 
sity, titled “Voting from the Heart’. Prof. 
Tacey is a Jungian who has specialised in 
writing about the Australian psyche. He 
argued that voters were likely to reject the 
ARM model for a republic because ‘‘we 
doubt the authenticity, depth and stability of 
a system that makes no attempt to connect 
with enduring spiritual and moral values.”’ 

Prof. Tacey explained:- 


“The symbols of the state need to be 
suggestive of a larger reality. They must 
lift us out of the mundane and connect us 
with values that are larger than life. The 
transcendant aspect of public symbols can 
hardly be over-estimated... 

*““A sense of awe and mystery must attend 
to a public symbol, so that it attracts human 
interest and commands respect. Ultimately, 
social authority can be believed only if 
there is a sense that it is connected to a 
source that is greater than itself. Until we 
locate that greatness in our own cultural 
context, we naturally remain attached to a 
borrowed greatness... 

“The transcendant dimension afforded by 
the monarchy has much appeal. It has 
continuity with kings, queens, rituals, 
ceremonies and other symbolic elements 
that trail off into the mists of time. 
Cohesive social structures are based on 
such irrational symbols, encouraging 
citizens to form their own emotional 
identifications with these historical 
symbols... 

“Central to the monarchy is a deep 
connection between people and their God, 
or between ordinary life and their dreams 
of eternity. These are important symbols, 
and they provide a point of stability in an 
unstable world. They provide a powerful 
tradition of mystery and elevation in a 
world that has become appallingly flat, 
secular and bland. Will that blandness 
merely be enshrined and extended by our 
current republican model?’’ 


Prof. Tacey added that the concept of an 
Australian head of state... 


“*,.. does not arouse our imagination, 
because it is not clear what mystique the 
presidential role will carry, and what 
transcendental values will be embodied in 
the new position... Our current images are 
too banal, and if the soul of the nation is to 
get excited about a shift to a republic, we 
must know what vision of a presidential 
role will serve and what great values the 


stress the need to rediscover the importance 
and dignity of racial integrity, to penetrate to 
the universal esoteric truth beyond and 
within both our own religion and the other 
great sacred traditions, and to draw svccess- 
fully the teeth of the current internationalist 
élite. 

But statements such as these by Abbott 
and Tacey show that an invincible case can 
be mounted in defence of the Australian 
Crown. Professor Geoffrey Blainey, in an 
article in The Sunday Age, reflected on the 
possible sequels to the ‘No’ win:- 


““Much will also depend on how yester- 
day’s verdict is finally analysed. If it is 
explained away as a foreseeable and 
moderate defeat, or the result of unusual 
events, then the republican case will be 
revived more quickly. 

“Tt is normal for politicians and people to 
accept the verdict given at a referendum 
and not to re-fight the matter in the near 
future. But the vote on the republic is not 
like a normal vote for constitutional 
change. 

“‘The campaign for the republic, with its 
nationalist echoes, was more like the 
campaign for federation in the late 1890s. 
“In 1898 the referendum on the creation of 
a Commonwealth was technically lost in 
New South Wales, but that did not 
terminate the federal crusade. A compro- 
mise was reached, a second referendum 
was held just over a year later, and the 
“Yes’ case was the winner. 

“Tf there is to be another referendum in, 
say, ten years’ time, there is no certainty 
that the “Yes’ case will succeed... Without 
a completely new compromise or formula, 
‘however, the republican movement will 
limp along.”’ 


CONCLUSION 


In conclusion, the face of Australian 
politics has been ineradically changed. Large 
numbers of Coalition politicians and formerly 


conservative spokesmen and -women have 
jumped onto what they thought was the irres- 
istible republican bandwagon. This includes 
luminaries like former prime minister 
Malcolm Fraser and former governor-general 
Sir Zelman Cowen. They cannot now retrace 
their steps. Commented Blainey: ‘‘Repub- 
lican supporters are today lamenting that they 
have not won the decisive victory which, 
until recently, they were confidently 
predicting.’’ 

Secondly, the corruption of our body- 
politic has been indelibly exposed by the 
manifest failure of the major political parties 
and major media to allow the monarchist 
case to be fairly and fully put to the people 
in a manner that would enable it to be 
properly understood. In this context, claims 
by republicans that ‘‘at least the referendum 
has proved that monarchy commands little 
support among Australians’ need not be and 
will not be accepted as the last word. 

The ‘Real Republicans’ who want direct 
election of the president have now got to put 
up or shut up. They have to provide a sound 
model for a new constitution that can 
protect ordinary people from the globalist 
establishment, the financial élite and their 
hangers on among the ‘chattering classes’. 
I do not believe they will succeed — in 
which case monarchists will have a golden 
opportunity to argue that the Crown, after 
all, has been proved to offer the soundest 
system of checks, balances and inspirational 
symbolism. A moment of great opportunity 
has opened for Australian traditionalists, but 
it calls for immense dedication and the 
capacity to find new political directions and 
organisational modes. The same is true for 
Australian republicans, as our nation 
continues to live through this great crisis 
involving the struggle to define its identity 
for the coming century. 


ADMINISTRATION TECHNOLOGY FUND 
£2,587.50 needed 


Contributions received in response to last month’s Administration Technology Fund 
appeal made by the British National Party have come to a total of £3,412.50, thus 


leaving £2,587.50 still to be raised. 


It is vital that the BNP enter the new millenium with the administrative decks clear. So 
the decision has been taken to concentrate all the party’s fund-raising efforts on this new 


appeal. 


The Administration Technology Fund has been launched, with a target of £6,000. By 
no means the largest appeal in the BNP’s history, this will pay for all of the various things — 
needed to complete the creation of the party's ‘virtual headquarters’. 

These include extra telephone lines and equipment so that each department of the 


republic will strive to uphold.”’ 


BNP’s administration can be contacted directly by members and supporters; a state-of- 


the-art digital printing machine which is going to save money and time by bringing the 

production of items such as the new monthly members’ bulletins ‘in-house’; and video - 
conferencing equipment which will enable party leaders to see and talk with each other 

‘during meetings conducted over the Internet, thereby improving internal communications 

as well as saving huge amounts of travelling and telephone time. 

Members and supporters who want to help the BNP build the most modern and cost- 
effective administrative machine ever posessed by a British nationalist organisation are 
asked to send as much as possible, as quickly as possible, to The Secretary, PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please make cheques/POs payable to ‘British National 
Party’ and cross them ‘Admin Technology Fund’. Thank you. 

In order to save time and money, acknowledgements will only be sent for amounts 
under £10 if an SAE is provided. 


IMMATURITY 


Prof. Tacey pointed insightfully to. our 
national immaturity: ‘‘Australia cannot 
manage a transcendental public symbol 
because we have not done enough soul 
work... Symbols will emerge, in time, like 
fruit from the tree of the Australian nation.’’ 
He went on to plead the fashionable case for 
the need for reconciliation between European 
and Aboriginal Australians, whereas I would 
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Part 2 


THROUGHOUT their modern history, the 
Baltic States have come under the peaceful 
influence of Germany. Most ‘invasions’ 
have been mercantile; Tallinn and Riga were 
‘parts of the famous Hanseatic League. The 
Hansa was a combine of merchants which 
‘excluded other traders from ports mainly on 
the Baltic Sea, although Bergen in Norway 
‘was a Hanseatic Port, and at one time the 
Steelyard in London was virtually a Hanse- 
atic monopoly. The Hansa had a long and 
prosperous life from the 13th century to 
1669, and brought great wealth to the 
Baltic States. Even today it is commem- 
orated in Germany in an unusual way. Cars 
from Lubeck, Bremen and Hamburg have an 
extra ‘H’ on their number plates — ‘H’ for 
Hansa because those cities were Hanseatic 
‘ports. 

An architectural feature that is to be 
found in every guide book, and which | saw 
for myself on my recent visit, is the Houses 
of the German Merchants. These are 
always of three storeys, with a post and 

~ hook in the gable to haul the goods up. The 
most expensive goods were kept on the top 
storey and the less expensive on the 
second storey, while the German merchant 
and his family lived on the ground floor. 

This system was to prevent theft. The 
thief would first have to get past the 
merchant, who was always armed with a 
sword; by the time he (the thief) reached 
the top story, if he got that far, the alarm 
would have been given, and there would 
have been a very slim chance of his 
escaping. If he were killed by the merchant, 
so much the better. It would save the gov- 
ernment the job of hanging him. In those 
days of justice, rough as it may have been, 
nobody would have been imprisoned for 
shooting a burglar; instead he would have 
received the praise and commendation of 
the state and of his neighbours. Anyone 
who supported the thief would have been 
in danger of being hanged himself. 


‘ABSORPTION BY RUSSIA 


The rise of Imperial Russia under the 
great emperors from Peter the Great 
onward led to the absorption of the Baltic 
States into the Russian Empire. After the 
initial takeover, Russia turned out on the 
whole to be a beneficient ruler. The peoples 
were allowed to keep their own languages, 
customs and religions. 

The influx of Russians (mainly adminis- 
trators) meant the building of Russian 
Orthodox churches. This was funded by the 
Russians, but they did more than that: 
There are many Lutheran churches _ in 
Estonia and Latvia, apparently named after 
St. Elizabeth and St. Catherine. However, 
the connection is secular, not religious: 
these churches were restored and rebuilt 
with money given by two empresses of 
Russia, Elizabeth and Catherine the Great. 

The Russian emperors rarely inflicted the 
death penalty, which was generally restric- 
ted to those participating actively in 
rebellions. The severest penalty for other 
crimes was the well-known exile to Siberia. 
What is not so well known is the exile in 
the other direction. If the crime was not too 
serious, and the criminal was of sufficiently 
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Some 
impressions 
of the Baltic 

States 


A two-part journey 
through history and 
politics by | 
Dr. DONALD STEVENS 


high social status, he could be exiled to the 
Baltic States. He could not return officially 
to Russia, nor own property there, but as 
he was often only a few hundred miles 
from St. Petersburg there was no difficulty 
in his taking part in the social and even 
political life of his home country, provided 
he did not change his domicile, to which he 
would retire from time to time when people 
objected to his presence in Russia. 

On the whole, life in the Baltic States 
under the Russian emperors was not too 
difficult, but with the coming of the Bol- 
shevik Revolution in 1917 everything 
changed. When the Bolsheviks overthrew 
Emperor Nicholas and brutally murdered 
him and his family, the Baltic States 
became independent. 

This was part of the policy of the 
Communist revolutionaries: ‘‘We have over- 
thrown the despotic rulers of our country; 
we will help you to overthrow the despotic 
rulers of yours.’’ The revolutionaries were 


Russian influence in the Baltic States: » 
Orthodox church in Tallinn 


naively surprised that so few wanted to 
avail themselves of this kind offer! 

The Baltic States were independent for 
some twenty years. This independence was 
ended by the Molotov-Ribbentrop agree- 
ment of 1939, which gave the Baltic States 
and part of Poland to Russia, and the rest 
of Poland — plus a free hand in the Balkans 
— to Germany. The latter was the more 
important part of the treaty as far as 
Germany was concerned, as it gave access 
to the Romanian oil fields. The German 
invasion of Poland brought Britain into 
World War Il, although little was said about 
the Russian invasion of the same country. 

Then Germany invaded Russia. 

Little damage was done by the German 
troops as they passed through the Baltic 
States. Because of the Teutonic Knights 
and the German merchants who_ had 
brought economic prosperity to these small 
countries, plus the speed at which the 
German Army moved, there was little or no 
opposition. Moreover, the Communists had 
had little time to establish themselves in the 
Baltic States. But when the tide of war 
turned and the Germans were driven back 
it was a different matter. The damage to 
these countries was appalling. 


RE-WRITING OF HISTORY 


Under Communism, textbooks were re- 
written, as they have been in Britain. 
According to the new ‘history’, all the 
damage done to the Baltic States during the 
war was committed by the Germans, none 
by the Russians. The utter destruction of 
the port of Tallinn, the ruthless bombing of 


‘ churches — all this was the work of the 


Germans, according to the textbooks, 
despite the fact that a high proportion of 
the German soldiers in the northern cam-. 
paign against Russia were Lutheran, and 
that the German Army respected places of 
worship. 

- But the local people knew the truth. ‘‘We 
saw Russian aeroplanes machine-gunning 
civilians in the streets of Tallinn, we saw 
the Russian markings on the wings,’’ an 
Estonian told me. And the parents taught 
their children the truth at home to counter 
the lies taught them at school. 

Perhaps the most blatant piece of Comm- 
unist propaganda was about the destruction 
of the ancient Jewish synagogue in Vilnius, 
the capital of Lithuania. The Communists’ 
textbooks ascribed this to the Germans, but 


in fact the synagogue was deliberately 


burnt down in 1947! This was just one of 
the many atrocities committed by the 
Communists. 

Under Communist rule, religion was for- 
bidden. Churches were turned into fact- 
ories, warehouses, cinemas or museums — 
except in Vilnius. Lithuania is a predom- 
inantly catholic country, and although the 
convents and monasteries were ruthlessly 
suppressed the churches in the capital were 
left open. Vilnius was the showpiece of the 
Communist world. ‘‘Look,’’ they said, to 
simple-minded tourists from the West, 
‘“‘under Communism there is freedom of 
worship!’’ The same tourists were never 
allowed across the border into Latvia or 
Estonia. 

Communism is not an intellectual ideo- 


logy; it rests upon force and deception. The 
rulers of Communist Russia were not intell- 
igent. One with less brains than most was 
Kruschev. Some may remember his visit to 
the United States when he behaved like a 
half-wit, thumping the table at the United 
Nations with his shoe; then his childish 
delight in the ‘crops that flourished there. 
He came back full of idiotic ideas, and 
unfortunately had the power to put them 
into action (I refrain from drawing obvious 
parallels with our present British Govern- 
ment!). 

One crop had impressed Kruschev more 
than most — maize, or Indian corn. Once 
back in Russia, he issued a decree that all 
other crops should be uprooted and maize 
planted instead. The result was famine, 
since all crops require certain conditions of 
soil and climate. 

The Baltic States being mainly agricult- 
ural, the people there knew that the 
scheme would be disastrous. So they set 
about hoodwinking the Russian comm- 
issars. They knew that the commissars 


would visit their countries, and that if they — 


found Kruschev’s orders had not been 
obeyed it was likely to be death or Siberia 
for the local officials and farmers! They also 
knew that the commissars, like Blair and his 
cronies, were not country people and knew 
virtually nothing about farming; also that 
they would inspect the crops from the main 
roads, never venturing into the real 
countryside. 

In Estonia they planted the fields along- 
side the main roads with maize, and kept 
their natural crops in the fields beyond. In 
Lithuania they were even wilier still: they 
planted a few rows of maize along the 
roadsides, knowing they would grow too 
tall for any visiting commissar to see what 
was growing further back in the rest of the 
field! 

The ploy worked. The commissars were 
driven along the main roads, and congratu- 
lated the local officials on their thorough 
carrying out of their masters’ orders. The 
result was that the Baltic States were held 
up to the rest of the Communist world as 
model examples, especially when they were 


able to export grain to the rest of the. 


starving Communist empire. 


RECOVERY OF FREEDOM 


Freedom came in 1990 with the collapse 
of Communism in Russia. 

In Tallinn many families made up packed 
lunches, boarded the ferry for Helsinki, in 
Finland, walked about the dock area there, 
ate their sandwiches and returned. Not 
much of an outing, but they were too poor 
to go shopping in Finland. Nevertheless, it 
was a great occasion. For thirty years they 
had been forbidden to go outside their own 
country on pain of death. Now they were 
free to go and come as they wished. 

It wasn’t all jam. The Russians left, 
taking their plant and machinery with them, 
leaving gutted factories and empty ware- 
houses. They also left almost their entire 
workforce behind, to survive or starve. 
Communism is supposed to be for the prol- 
etariat; in fact it is for the official and the 
bureaucrat. So the officials and the the 
bureaucrats left with their possessions, and 
the Russian workforce, imported deliber- 
ately into these countries in a policy of 
Russification, was left as a huge burden on 
the poor states that remained after all those 
years of Communism. Not only were the 
Baltic nations faced with the job of 
restoring their own countries — their econ- 
omies, their social life, their currencies — 
but they had to feed and house this large 
foreign minority. 

Nevertheless, they set to and rebuilt their 
countries and their lives. Some churches 
were reconstructed brick by brick. Having 
been forbidden to attend church services 
for more than forty years, the people now 
throng to church. Last month | mentioned 
that the guide wanted to show the tomb of 
the last Commander of the Teutonic 
Knights, and could not. She opened the 
door of the church and shut it again. | was 
close enough to her to see that the church 
was jam-packed. There wasn’t even 
standing room. The pastor was preaching 
without the aid of a microphone, and | 
could hear his voice clearly. The congre- 
gation was absolutely silent, listening to 
him. In the Church of St. Elizabeth in Parnu, 
Estonia, there is a congregation of two 
thousand every Sunday, and this church is 
by no means the largest. 


The future is uncertain for these 
countries. Communism will never again be 
adopted without the use of force from 
outside, but the fear of Russia remains. 
Because of this, the Baltic States are 
turning to the European Union. Estonia in 
particular, the smallest and the closest to 
Russia of the three, is keen to join. Estonia 
suffers also from the infiltration of the 
Russian Mafia into its Russian population. 
But the EU (true to form) will insist on the 
Russian minority having rights. 

At present, it is a legal requirement of all 
holders of office, teachers, civil servants 
and members of the police and armed 
forces in all three countries that they must 
demonstrate a good use of the language of 
the country they are in. If the EU has its 
way, and insists on the Russian population 
having the right to use Russian, it will 
destroy the linguistic, and therefore the 
social, cultual and political, unity that each 
of the Baltic States has achieved. 

These countries have been free for less 
than ten years. The next few years will 
show whether they can continue to be so. 


Notes 


Estonians speak anon-Indo-European language, 
of Hunnish origin (like Turkish and Hungarian) 
with additions from German, the Scandinavian 
languages and Russian; yet | saw no trace of 
Hunnish racial characteristics. One interesting 
thing is that the vast majority of the children are 
born with blue eyes and blond hair, and yet you 
will find far fewer adults with these character- 
istics; the hair tends to turn brown or auburn and 
the eyes green or grey, and these features are 
completely alien to Huns. Here we have here an 
Indo-European people speaking a _ non-Indo- 
European language. 

Immediately to the south west is the artificial 
state of Kaliningrad. This is the northern half of 
what used to be East Prussia, the southern half 
being absorbed by Poland. Kaliningrad (formerly ¢ 
K6nigsberg) is today part of Russia. | have heard 
that there is an influx of Germans into the area, 
and in the future we may see East Prussia as it 
was before: a German state. Prussian was the 
third Baltic language (with Latvian and Lithu- 
anian) but it died out in the 17th century. 


World War Il. Russian forces grind re- 
morselessly westward. In the Baltic States 
they caused appalling damage. 


INTRODUCING | 


FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


New support group formed to ensure magazine’s survival 


SPEARHEAD readers will be aware of a recent 
change in the British National Party. In 
September, BNP members elected a new leader. 
Following this, it has become clear that in a 
number of respects the party is going to be 
reorganised. 

After the result of the election was known, the 
former leader John Tyndall announced in Spear- 
head (October issue) that he would remain a 
party member, that the magazine would continue 
supporting the BNP and that he had said all he 
intended to say on the party leadership question. 

Nevertheless, it was announced shortly after- 
wards that the BNP would be launching a new 
and separate magazine, the first issue to be 
published in January. 

This development is going to affect Spearhead 
considerably in two ways. Firstly, sample copies 
of Spearhead will no longer be included in inform- 
ation packs sent out to people enquiring about 
the BNP — despite the fact that we have offered 
to supply the copies entirely free of charge. This 
in the past has been Spearhead’s main avenue of 
advertising and its principal means of obtaining 
new subscribers. 

Secondly, although no ban has been placed on 
BNP branches distributing Spearhead, it has been 
made clear to these branches that they are 
expected to give priority to the new BNP 
magazine. As a result, some branches have 
cancelled their standing orders for Spearhead. In 
this way Spearhead will be losing a very 
important source of sales. 

As a result of these developments, our own 
magazine's income is being substantially reduced, 
and we therefore face the urgent need to acquire 
and develop new sources of advertising, distrib- 
ution and income. 

Spearhead was founded in the winter of 1964- 
65, so that it has been going for 35 years. During 
those years it has been the on/y genuinely nat- 

_ jonalist magazine or newspaper in Britain to 
maintain publication consistently. At the same 
time, by general consent this has been done 
without any fali from high standards of journ- 

- alism. We have seen numerous other publications 
come and go — Wational Front News, New 
Nation, The Flag, Nationalism Today, Vanguard 
and others so forgettable that their names have 
slipped from memory. 

Spearhead played a significant part in the 
developments leading to the formation of the 
‘National Front in 1967. It then made a major 


Page 14 


contribution to the growth of the NF between — 
that time and 1980. In the divisions involved in 
the splits in the party in 1979/80, Spearhead 
took a stand which, though causing a great deal 
of controversy at the time, was later acknow- 
ledged by the vast majority of nationalists to 
have been right. From 1982 onwards, it became 
the main magazine organ of the British National 
Party and has served that party unremittingly up 
to the present time. It will continue to do so for 
as long as possible. 

But in the new situation in which we are 
placed, it is necessary to turn to our readers and 
loyal supporters and ask for their help. 

As from this issue, we are launching a support 
group which will be known as ‘Friends of Spear- 
head’. FoS is completely committed to support of 
the British National Party., though it is not actually 
part of the BNP. It will exist mainly to ensure the 
magazine’s continued publication. 

Members of Friends of Spearhead will be asked 
to pay a subscription of a minimum of £10 a 
month, in return for which they may, if they 
wish, receive 10 copies of each monthly issue for 
redistribution (by whatever means they prefer). 
With this issue, subscribers will find enclosed a 
form on which they may apply for membership of 
FoS. We recommend direct banker's order as the 
best method of monthly payment, but any other 
method will be quite acceptable. 

While the most immediate purpose of FoS is to 
ensure continued monthly publication, it is 
intended to undertake other promotions. There 
will be a once-yearly dinner, and possibly other 
similar functions during the year. Apart from the 
priority of continued monthly publication of the 
magazine, it is also intended in the near future to 
publish a book titled The Best of Spearhead, 
comprising a selection of outstanding articles 
from the past 35 years. Not least, we intend 
soon to set up a Spearhead Internet site. 

These things will also take money. For a start, 
we will need very shortly to replace our near-ten- 
year-old computer and to upgrade its software. in 
addition, we intend to acquire a scanner — 
making regular monthly production easier and 
essential for the Best of Spearhead project. 

We hope very much that our readers and 
supporters, not only in the UK but around the 
world, will rally to help us in this new project. 

Friends of Spearhead can be contacted by 
posting to our usual address: PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


DEMOCRACY'’S LATEST: 
LOONIES GIVEN THE VOTE 


The following is an extract, slightly abridged, from a radio broadcast, ‘American Dissident 
Voices’, made on the 30th October by Dr. William L. Pierce and published in Free Speech, 
obtainable from PO Box 330, Hillsboro, West Virginia 24946, U.S.A. 


| was amused to see that Bill Clinton’s twin 
across the great water, Tony Blair, struck another 
blow for dee-mo-cra-cee and ee-qual-i-tee last week. 
On October 19th Blair's Home Secretary Jack 
Straw announced that henceforth lunatics would be 
entitled to vote in all elections in the United 
Kingdom. Previously, people confined to lunatic 
asylums were not permitted to vote, the assump- 
tion being that a voter ought to be a responsible 
citizen who understands what he’s doing and can 
make a rational choice. 

Of course, that was just hypocrisy; nobody 
really believed that the voters knew what they 
were doing. Football fans and immigrants and 
couch potatoes on the dole were allowed to vote; 
that’s how Tony Blair became prime minister. So 
why not let lunatics vote too? They can be un- 
strapped from their beds and given a pencil and a 
ballot paper just long enough to stab the appro- 
priate spot on the paper. What's wrong with that? 
| mean, if we really believe that everyone is equal 
let's show it! 

I'm just kidding, of course, but Jack Straw isn't. 
Lunatics really will be given the vote in the United 
Kingdom. The Home Secretary told the press last 
week that his move to give mental patients the 
vote will be — quote — “a major landmark in this 
country’s electoral history’ — end quote. Yes, 
undoubtedly it will rank right up there alongside 
Magna Carta. 

Did you ever wonder why people like Straw are 
such great proponents of democracy? Whether in 
Indonesia or Pakistan or Serbia — you name it, 
whenever there is some threat to universal suff- 
rage, they are ready to send the US and British 
armed forces in and bomb and kill until everyone is 
permitted to vote. 


Why is that? Why can’t the Indonesians have an 


Islamic theocracy if they want? Why can’t the 
Pakistanis have a military dictatorship? Why can’t 
the Serbs run their own country the way they 
prefer? What is the appeal in making sure that 
people whose minds have been wasted by Alz- 
heimer’s disease vote? 

Well, let's not beat around the bush: the appeal 
of mass democracy lies in the fact that in every 
country in the world today the number of persons 
unable to think for themselves is substantially 
larger than the number able to make independent 
decisions. Those unable to think for themselves 
have their thinking done for them by the mass 
media. Which is to say, democracy is the preferred 


Footnote 


system because it gives political power to those 
who own or control the mass media, and at the 
same time allows them to remain behind the scenes 
and evade responsibility for the way in which they 
use that power. And the more inclusive the demo- 
cracy is — that is, the more cretins and paranoid 
schizophrenics and people who live in empty 
packing cases in alleyways are able to vote — the 
more certain is the grip of the media masters on 
the political process. 


STRAW 
Believes the 
enfran- 
chisement of 
nuthouse 
occupants 


is ‘a major 
landmark in 
this country’s 
electoral 
history’. 


Those voters who buy astrology magazines at 
the checkout stand and spend their time watching 
soap operas, game shows and Oprah Winfrey 
absorb their general attitudes on things through the 
television screen. They learn which ideas are 
fashionable and which are not by noting the facial 
expression and tone of voice of Tom Brokaw and 
Dan Rather when the news is announced each day. 
Their opinions on specific issues are formed as they 
view televised sidewalk surveys taken by reporters. 
The only uncertainty about these people is whether 
or not they'll be able to prise themselves loose 
from their couches long enough to vote for the 
designated candidates. That's why it’s important to 
have lots of them. 

And wherever there are lots of them the men 
who control the mass media will also control the 
outcome of elections. Its a much surer way of 
controlling governments than bribing corrupt 
dictators or slipping seductive whores into the 
king’s bedroom, as with Esther and Ahasuerus. 

Believe me, one day soon our controllers both 
sides of the great water will institute a web-TV 
voting system that allows the couch potatoes and 
the ball-game fans to vote without having to get up 
from their couches, just by clicking their remote 
controls at their TV screens to select the next 
president or prime minister. That'll be real demo- 
cracy! 


The extension of the franchise to the inmates of lunatic asylums was of course an inevitable 
development if Britain is to maintain her standing as a democracy. Now it would seem just a 
matter of time before the vote is given to dogs and cats, as well as horses. After all, these 
animals play an important part in our lives: dogs as sniffers for drugs in the employ of the 


police, horses as beasts of burden, dogs and cats as companions. Then there are farm livestock, 
like cattle and pigs — also vital to our survival. These are all God’s creatures, and they all have 


rights. This is the 21st century — or nearly. We must move with the times! 


As the sun goes 
down ona 
century, we shall 
not forget them 


LAST MONTH, Britain remem- 
bered her dead from two world 
wars. With this being the final issue 
of Spearhead to be published in the 
20th century, we feel it appropriate 
to remember some of those who 
played worthy roles in the nation- 
alist struggle in Britain but are now 
no longer with us. 

One such was ROBIN MAY, who 
was very active in North London 
but then died suddenly of a heart 
attack at no great age in the 1980s. 

Another was KENNETH 
McKILLIAM, a wonderful old 
fighter based in Kent, who worked 
tirelessly for our cause in the BNP, 
as well as engaging in some 
courageous independent publishing. — 
He passed away earlier in the 
present decade. 

As also did STANLEY 
CLAYTON-GARNETT, an ex- 
head-master and popular speaker in 
Yorkshire, who succumbed to 
cancer a few years ago. 

A tireless campaigner for the old 
National Front in Sussex, and later 
one of the early leaders of the BNP, 
was CHARLES PARKER, who left 
us in 1993. 

Then there was BILL OWEN, 
organiser for North East England, 
who departed about the same time. 
He gave most of the later part of 
his life to our cause. 

ANDREW FOUNTAINE, the 
Norfolk landowner who died in 
1998, was never in the BNP and 
had some strong disagreements with 
our editor, He was nevertheless a 
courageous and honest patriot 
whose contribution to the battle for 
race and nation it would be 
churlish not to acknowledge. 

Just a year ago this month, BNP 
North London & Herts. organiser . 
DAVE BRUCE very suddenly coll- 
apsed and died, to everyone’s 
complete surprise, at the age of 58. 
His work for our party was second 
to none. 

Then last April the BNP’s anchor 
man in the East Midlands, JOHN 
PEACOCK, was taken from us as a 
result of a malignant brain tumor. 
He was 57. 

These men may have gone, but 
they still march with us in spirit. 
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A message from John Bean 


TO THE EDITOR 


Your objective analysis of the view- 
points expressed in my auto-biography 
Many Shades of Black has highlighted our 
differences, past and present, and under- 
lined that we have few differences of 
principle, if any. Further-more, with the 
passage of time I feel that those 
differences on tactics have also 
diminished. At the risk of boring your 
younger readers with further columns 
devoted to the reminiscences of a nation- 
alist old-timer, I would like to answer a 
few of the tactical points you raise. 

Writing of my experiences in Trinidad 
and India, I have stated: ‘‘This made me a 
racialist, but certainly not a ‘race-hater’.’’ 
You query the need for my next sentence: 
‘““Twenty years of radical-right activity 
were to make me realise that there can be, 
unfortunately, a rather narrow dividing 
line. 

This is not to apologise or feel guilty at 
admitting racial consciousness, but to 
emphasise that we need to recognise all 
racial values, with their respective 
cultures, and support all those who uphold 
them. This precludes that minority of 
former National Front supporters whose 
sole contribution to ‘the cause’ was to hurl 

verbal abuse at those they called ‘Niggers’ 
_ and ‘Pakis’. 


British through and through 


You are right to criticise me for calling 
Britain ‘England’ where I relate my 
concern for the changes taking place in 
our country on my return from India. This 
chapter “Blackshirt Apprentice’, was based 
on copious notes I made at the time, and 
reflected the prevailing English arrogance 
which helped to feed Scottish and Welsh. 
‘nationalism’ (led by phonies such as Alex 
Salmond and Dafyd Wigley). I make the 
reader aware of my pride in my Scottish 
and Irish blood as well as my English, and 
in all latter chapters I refer to ‘Britain’. - 
Incidentally, I note that I have not men- 
tioned the betrayal of Ulster and wish to 
record that I am fully behind the BNP’s 

stand in support of the Loyalists there. 

With regard to being ‘‘tarred with the 
brush of anti-semitism and fascism,”’ 
again you have a point when you say that 
the liberal-globalist establishment will ‘tar’ 
any genuine patriots who speak out against 
its multi-cultural, one-world agenda. I 
recognise this in my book (p. 228) where 
I point out that Pauline Hanson of Aus- 
tralia’s One Nation party ‘‘had no fascist 
past, yet she was soon dubbed a ‘race- 
hater’ and ‘nazi’ by Australia’s own 
version of the Anti-Nazi League renta- 
mob.’’ My point was that in the early 
days of the NF you and I, and to a lesser 
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John Bean, pictured here at approx- 
imately the time of the formation of the 
National Front in 1967’ 


extent Andrew Fountaine, were easily 
‘tarred’ because of our past associations 
with Colin Jordan, a self-declared nazi, 
and A.K. Chesterton because he had been 
at one time one of Mosley’s senior 
officers. The issue is not whether Mosley, 
or even Jordan, was right or wrong (and 
Mosley was more right than wrong) but 
that they failed. For this reason, the 
fledgling National Front was right to 
exclude the National Socialist Movement. 
It will therefore be of no surprise to you 
when I say that I definitely disagree with 


you that individuals’ past associations 
prior to their joining the NF were ‘com- 
pletely irrelevant’. They became less 
relevant with the passage of time, yes; but 
the opposition media will still try to make 
them relevant. 


No ‘plot’ 

This leads me to what you describe as 
the necessity to have a frank discussion on 
‘background’ issues that bear on immig- 
ration, Europe, globalism and the 
economy. I accept that there is such a 
thing as Jewish financial interests and a 
certain amount of Jewish influence in the 
media, and we are entitled to discuss this. 
However, as I have stated in my book, I 
do not think that this means that there is 
some specific worldwide Jewish ‘plot’. 
We must blame our own people, world- 
wide, for allowing what is happening, 
rather than blame the Jews. If I have 
appeared to go too far in minimising 
Jewish political and cultural influences it 
is because I do not wish to be seen as an 
‘anti-semite’. 

I admit that the pages of Spearhead in 
recent years do not contain anything that 
can reasonably be called rabidly anti- 
semitic, and certainly do not condone the 
Bae killing of Jews by the Nazis. If 
the forces of democracy had made more 
effort to avoid that unnecessary war with 
Germany, then mass slaughter of Jews 
could have been avoided. 

Finally, I would thank you for the 
generous space you gave me in what was 
originally intended to be a book review, 
and also for you kind words. 


JOHN BEAN 


News from the asylum 


KILLERS and sex offenders will be among 
the scores of Broadmoor patients released 
under government reforms of special 
hospitals. 

Up to 200 patients could be freed from the 
high-security hospital over the next decade 
as part of a plan to merge Broadmoor with a 
‘mental health NHS trust. 


* * * 


SOUTHAMPTON City Council has ordered ice- 
cream van owners to sell onion bhajis and 
samosas along with their 99 cones, on penalty 
of losing their operating licences. Councillors 
want the vans to cater more for the Asian 
community. Council leader June Bridle said: 
“We have a large multi-racial community in 
the city and we want to make sure everyone is 
treated equally.”’ 


* * * 
- AN amateur production of Showboat may be 


sunk by racial sensibilities. Studley Operatic 
Society in the West Midlands had intended its 


white actors to black up for the event, but 
Redditch Council vetoed the plan, feeling it 
would cause offence to black people. The 
society has no black singers among its 45 
members, so the project may be called off. 


* * * 


IN a letter to the Daily Mail, a writer in 
Derby related how when looking at a rest- 
aurant menu he came across ‘Spotted 
Richard and custard’ and ‘Jam-rolled 
pudding and custard’. 

When he told the manageress he liked the 
joke, she said they were the new politically 
correct names because the original ones, 
‘Spotted Dick’ and ‘Roly-Poly’ might upset 
people. 


* * * 


PROSTRATE CANCER kills 10,000 men a year 
in Britain, yet just £47,000 annually is spent on 
researching it. AIDS, on the other hand, kills a 
mere 400 a year. And how much is available 
for AIDS research? £18 million! 


THINGS WE CAN LEARN 
FROM THE GREEKS 


MICHAEL INGRAMS suggests why the Classics are 
being downgraded in these politcally correct times 


DO the Latin and Greek Classics 
matter nowadays? The Latin degree 
lists in the press get shorter and 
shorter; the Greek lists have almost 
disappeared. Enoch Powell, who won 
every prize going when he was a 
Classics student at Cambridge under 
A.E. Houseman (of Shropshire Lad 
fame), went on to become Professor 
of Greek at Sydney University, in 
Australia. When war broke out, he 
returned to Britain and joined up as a 
private soldier. While working in the 
kitchen during an inspection by his 
Commanding Officer, he uttered some 
classical Greek quotation that became 
the first step on his ladder to the rank 
of Brigadier. 

My late dear father frequently 
dipped into The Golden Sayings of 
Epictetus, by Hastings Crossley, 
published by Macmillan in 1935 in its 
Golden Treasury series. | never asked 
him about Epictetus but, after he had 
passed on, | got the Epictetus books 
in the Loeb Classical Series from 
Kensington Public Library. Epictetus 
was a Stoic, in other words Pagan, 
philosopher who, in the opinion of St. 
Francis de Sales, is saved. 

The foundations of Christianity 
were laid down in a rather pari passu 
manner combining the Revelation of 
the Old Testament and the Reason of 
the Greek philosophers. The latter 
were the first people we know to 
argue that the world did not run on 
some irrational divine whim but was 
logically ordered, and was therefore 
fully comprehensible in human, not 
supernatural, terms. 

Socrates reached the conclusion 
that happiness consisted, not in 
worldly success, but in goodness, and 
that if only we knew what ‘good’ 
was we would always do it. 

His disciple, Plato, tried to solve the 
problem of knowing what goodness 
was by reference to his famous 
Theory of Forms, that is, that this 
world is somehow merely a pale, 
shadowy reflection of another, higher, 


world of true knowledge to which we 


Listen to nationalist radio! 
Send large SAE for broadcast details 
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LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 6089, 
London WC1N 3XX 
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www.natall.com 


can aspire only through the most 
intense philosophical commitment. 

Well, yes — up to a point, but it is 
all rather impersonal. We are a lot 
happier with a caring, personal God. 
And Epictetus, in the opinion of St. 
Francis de Sales (and myself, for 
what that may be worth), had, effect- 
ively reached that conclusion. It is in 
fact orthodox Catholic doctrine that 
the existence of God is provable 
philosophically, albeit that the journey 
via faith is infinitely superior. So the 
thoughts of Epictetus are very 
worthwhile study. 

In the year 80 AD, the Emperor 
Domitian tried, unsuccessfully, to boil 
to death St. John the Evangelist, the 
beloved disciple. They couldn't get 
the water above comfortable bath 
heat, so Domitian exiled St. John to 
the island of Patmos, where he wrote 
the Apocalypse/Revelation. The same 
year, the Emperor exiled Epictetus, 
who had been a slave under a 
ferocious freed fellow slave, who 
broke his arm for the fun of it. 
Epictetus, either quoting Socrates or 
on his own, said so much that is 
relevant today. 

| chose one of his sayings for the 
epitaph On my parents’ gravestone:- 


OOl LOV® Extotedotv Kat 
THQOAHKATEBETO 


(“‘He trusted you and gave you the 
responsibility ’’) 


— together with Venimos Varela, the 
heliographed message General Varela 
sent to Colonel Moscardo four miles 
from the Alcazar of Toledo in Sep- 
tember 1936. | referred the Greek 
epitaph to Enoch Powell before 
instructing the undertaker’s 
stonemason, and he approved it. A 
few more now, and | am thinking 
about the Afro-Asian invasion! 


OTL &V EN TI¢ PE SEexnT AI, 

Ob OEAD Er1cEeABELV 

(““Because, unless | am_ admitted, it is 
not my will to enter. ’’ 


TOKAELOLOS E01 OV 

YUVETAL, CAA TOIG 

BraeCopevois 

(“’There is no such thing as being 
shut out for me, but only for those 
that would force their way in.,’’) 


There’s lots and lots more, but 
enough is as good as a feast. 


Getting it right 


The last declaration of this year’s Tory 
Conference was William Hague’s “‘Come 
with me, and I'll give your country back to 
you!’’ After the removal of the rhetorical 
flourish, ringing pronouncements of this 
kind tend to be no more substantial than the 
grin of the Cheshire Cat; and the credibility 
of Mr. Hague’s promise begins to fade very 
rapidly as soon as we demand clear defin- 
ition of the words ‘your country’ and ident- 
ification of the ‘you’ being addressed. Only 
that which has been taken away can be 
given back, so we should ask the Tory 
leader to identify those to whom the country 

has been given away! 

Meanwhile, don’t hold your breath. Just — 
ask yourself: what resonance can such a 
declaration evoke in those-parts of Britain 
now dominantly, ifnot exclusively, occupied 
by people of totally alien cultures? Does the 
‘you’ Hague addresses include any recent 
immigrant who has touched down on these 
shores? : 

But one suspects Mr. Hague’s declar- 
ation was just a cunningly cryptic re-state- 
ment of his party’s recently acquired Euro- 
Scepticism. After all, inveighing against the 

* Brussels bureaucracy is so much safer than 
upsetting the race relations industry. Any- 
way, on present evidence it seems highly 
unlikely that young William will ever be in 
a position to deliver anything but his own 
resignation as Tory leader after the next 
general election. 


CERTAINTY 


What remains an absolute certainty is 
that no Westminster politician of any party 
will endorse Mr. Hague’s promise to the 
extent of defining its terms as indicated 
above. That promise can only be honestly 
made and reliably fulfilled by a political 

party unequivocally committed to a ‘Race 
and Nation’ manifesto. So those naive or 
apathetic enough to wait for deliverance via 
some marginal shift in the Westminster 
consensus are due for some very protracted 
and agonising reappraisals. 

Meanwhile, genuine patriots wait for 
nobody’s gift and should be actively 
engaged in taking their country back by 
every means at their disposal. And at the 
very least this means voting for the only 
party which stands for the things they 
profess to believe in, if only privately. . 
Merely subscribing to newspapers or 
journals with a somewhat ‘right-wing’ 
flavour is a fool’s refuge, no more likely to 
influence events in the real world than 
Bible-reading. And the fact that some don’t © 
altogether favour certain individuals prom- 
inently linked with a ‘Race and Nation’ 
party is no excuse for wasting their votes or 
subscriptions elsewhere; what counts is the 
manifesto, since personalities can always be 
replaced and party organisation improved. 

Still reflecting on Hague’s generous 
promise, no-one gave us the British Empire, 
but we know well enough who gave it 
away! 


Frank Kimbal-Johnson 
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RACE WAR 
IN OLDHAM 


A report from the battle zone by 
BERNARD WRIGHT (Oldham BNP) 


IT IS little wonder that Oldham is fast 
becoming a talking point throughout 
Britain when you see what is happening to 
this once wonderful cotton town. 

Since the late 1950s, when Asian immig- 
rants first started to come to Oldham, the 
town has experienced a rapid growth in the 
size of the Asian community, heaping on the 
area huge problems, including housing 
shortages. Add to the size and rate of the 
influx the far higher birthrate of the Asians. 
In some schools the pupils are 95 per cent 
Asian! 

The white people of Oldham initially 
accepted the Asian influx, but when they 
started to see the deterioration in the areas 
settled by them some Whites showed their 
disgust by — it must be admitted — taking 
the law into their own hands. The author- 
ities should at this time have seen the coming 
dangers and put strict controls on all foreign 
entrants to the town. Instead, they allowed 
the Asian population to expand to its present 
size; and it continues to expand. 


Militancy preached in mosques 


In the late 1980s and early 1990s the 
police in Oldham became aware that some 
extreme doctrines were being preached in the 
mosques around the town and that attacks on 
white people were increasing. The lid was 
kept on this until two years ago, when Chief 
Superintendent Hewitt, the Oldham police 
chief, was put under pressure to report in the 
local paper, the Oldham Chronicle, that 
racial attacks in Oldham were among the 
highest in the country. He revealed that 75 
per cent of these were being committed by 
Asians on white people, in some cases 
resulting in white families having to be 
rehoused away from multi-racial areas and in 
mainly white ones after having suffered 
brutal intimidation from some of their Asian 
neighbours. The local council, which for the 
past 19 years has been Labour-controlled, 
has totally failed to offer the white population 
any sympathy or support. 

Chief Supt. Hewitt again made his report 
in the local paper last year, quoting much the 
same figures and a continuing trend. The 
town now has ‘no-go’ areas for white 
people, strenuously though the local authority 
tries to deny it. 

Asian areas, not for the first time, are 
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having considerable amounts of money spent 
on them to keep them decent after being con- 
tinually run down by their inhabitants, and 
this makes for a constant strain on the town’s 
resources. The true price of the multi-racial 
experiment in Oldham will probably never 
be assessed, but it must be staggering. 


New ‘race squad’ 


The latest is another statement by Chief 
Supt. Hewitt quoting similar figures of 
attacks to those previously given, but this 
time he has also announced that he is setting 
up a special ‘race squad’ to investigate racial 
problems. The most worrying point about 
this is that the police chief says that he was 
prompted to do this by a recent attack on a 
disabled man in October this year, in which 
the victim was tossed out of his wheelchair 
by four Asians. Surely, this race squad 
should have been set up at least seven years 
ago, and if not then then at least two years 
ago, when by Mr. Hewitt’s own admission 
the attacks were getting out of control. It 
makes one wonder if all the rapes, assaults 
and robberies we have endured have not 
previously been thought to matter, or 
whether there is another reason for the 
squad, namely the increased activity of the 
British National Party in Oldham. Recently 
the party had its first meeting in the town, 
which was well attended and a huge success. 

It would be nice to think that the new race 
squad will be used, as the Oldham public 
hope, to monitor racial attacks, committed, 
as stated, mainly against Whites. But it could 
be that its principal purpose will be to 
monitor the BNP! 

As I write this, Oldham is waiting for the 
outcome of a case in which a Moslem has 
been reported to the Home Office for 
preaching militancy in the mosques. At 
present, Jack Straw is appealing against a 
prior. decision by the judiciary which has 
permitted this man to stay in the town. 

It was reported in the Oldham Chronicle 
earlier this year when the BNP campaigned 
in the Euro Elections that ‘outsiders’ were 
coming to the town and ‘manipulating’ its 
working-class people. After what I have just 
revealed, that sounds a bit rich! Yes, the 
Oldham people have been manipulated — but 
by the local authorities, who have treated 
them with contempt over the last 50 years. 


Ethnic cleansing: 
a true story 


The following story should illustrate to 
British people what the British National 
Party is fighting for. 

A colleague and I recently visited a white 
family in Oldham who had made an 
enquiry about the party. For reasons that 
will become apparent, they wish to be 
nameless. 

The wife told us that a year ago her 


. husband had been savagely beaten up for 


no reason at all by a group of Asians while 
he was walking his dog. No arrests were 
made. 

Then six months afterwards, some local 
Asian females started continually running 
past the family’s house in the early hours of 
the morning making loud noises which kept 
the couple’s children (two and four years - 
old) awake. The mother asked the Asians to 
stop but they only made even louder noises, 
so she took a photograph of the offenders. 

The next night she was visited by an 
Asian man who demanded the photo and 
became aggressive and abusive when the 
couple refused to hand it over. Threats 
were made, which were carried out the 
night after. Windows were smashed, which 
caused the husband to run out to chase the _ 
offender. It was a set-up. After rounding a 
corner, he ran into a gang of eight Asian 
men wielding baseball bats, who severely 


' beat him up. 


The police were called and they were 
given the culprits’ identities, yet again no 
arrests were made. 

The family were again visited by an 
Asian, who said it wasn’t over. He meant 
it. The family’s house was attacked shortly 
afterwards; the telephone wires were ripped 


out of the connection box and further 
‘damage was caused. 


The police and council responded by 
moving the family to another house in a 
predominantly white area. 

To this day, no arrests have been made. 
The local paper has shown no interest. No 
council member has spoken up for the 
family. Witnesses who at first gave the 


- police their names have since been threat- 


ened, and consequently backed away from 
giving evidence. 

The family in question have now been 
abandoned by the local authority. The fact 
is that you can’t keep on rehousing people 
when the situation just keeps getting worse. 
Just what is the future for the white people 
of Oldham? 

The couple are now BNP members. This 
is just one case that we stumbled upon by 
accident. There must be many more which 
go unreported and we never get to know 
about. 

To add insult to injury, the Criminal 
Injuries Compensation Board is fighting the 
claim by the beaten-up husband on the 
grounds that when he went out to appre- 
hend the attackers of his property he 
contributed to the assault! 


B.W. 


Thatcher tactics in the 
land of cuckoo clocks 


SOME Spearhead readers may have seen reports 
in the papers of the Swiss parliamentary elec- 
tions, which took place on October 24th. Some 
of the world’s media spoke of a swing to the so- 
called ‘extreme right’ because the party of Dr. 
Christoph Blocher, known as the Schweiz-erische 
Volkspartei (Swiss People’s Party), won 15 addit- 
ional seats and increased its representation from 
29 to 44 members out of a total of 200. 

At first sight, this may seem to the outsider as a 
victory for nationalists, but if we examine the elec- 
tion a little more closely we will find that genuine 
nationalists, not left-wing parties, are the losers. In 
fact, the Swiss Freedom Party, much more of a 
truly patriotic party, lost all its seven deputies. 
Another loser was the Swiss Democrats, who lost 
one seat. The consequence of all this is that real 
nationalists in the Swiss Parliament now number 
only three, whereas there were previously 11. With 
only this number of MPs left, nationalists are no 
longer able to form a parliamentary group of five or 
more members, which they have to do to have 
access to parliamentary commissions, where the 
important decisions are taken. 

In effect, the SVP has ‘eaten up’ the genuine 
nationalist opposition. 


PROGRAMME TAKEOVER 


Dr. Blocher is a rich industrialist and the 
majority shareholder of the Ems chemical plants. 
He knows how to speak a popular language that can 
be understood by the voters. He knows very well 
what the ordinary people feel about illegal immig- 
rants, criminal asylum-seekers, the drug trade, the 
EU dictatorship, and so on; and he knows just what 


noises to make on these issues to gain their support.- 


He and his party have now taken over part of the 
programmes of the previously mentioned nationalist 
_ groups, and in doing so have stolen much of their 
former electoral support. 

Dr. Blocher fought bravely and successfully 
against Switzerland joining the United Nations, and 
also against the sending of a swiss contingent to join 
the UN ‘peacekeeping’ force in Kosovo. Also it is 
thanks to him that Switzerland has not become part 
of the European economic area. These good deeds 
must be recognised. 

However, what Dr. Blocher’s new supporters do 
not seem to realise is that he has done a volte-face. 
They forget three important facts relating to his 
record:- 


(1) He and his organisation AUNS (Action 
for an Independent and Neutral Swizerland) 
were in favour of the introduction of the new 
Article 261b into the Swiss penal code, which 
criminalises revisionist and so-called ‘racist’ 
statements or writings. 


(2) He did not oppose, in parliament, the new 


GATT/WTO treaty, which will gradually put 
the Swiss economy under the control of the 
United States (where he has to safeguard 
some of his own business interests). This, 
curiously enough, does not inhibit him from 
speaking out, every now and then, against the 
‘foreign bailiffs’. 

(3) He does not want to oppose Swiss mem- 
bership of the EU in the coming referendum. 
The result of our joining would be more 
cheap-labour immigrants, of course. 


Last but not least, Dr. Blocher’s supporters seem 
to forget that his party, with a representative in the 
federal government (Defence Minister Adolf Ogi), 
cannot simultaneously be in the opposition. 

Our government is composed of seven ministers: 
Two Radicals (something like the British Tories), 
two Christian Democrats (Catholics), two Socialists 
(like Labour) and one from the SVP. This repart- 
ition, called the ‘magic formula’, has existed for 40 
years. 


After his recent electoral success, Dr. Blocher is 
claiming a second governmental seat for his party. 
Even if he should get it, this won’t change any- 
thing. Should the SVP dare not to follow the main- 
stream within the cabinet, it would in any event be 
in a minority. The SVP does not want to leave the 
government and go into opposition; it wants to keep 
its share of power. 

Therefore, all it amounts to is that Dr. Blocher’s 
‘patriotic’ outbursts and his meetings, accompanied 
by a cavalry brass band and other volkisch demon- 
strations are just a big show — empty babble. Some 
left-wingers call him a ‘fascist’ or ‘narrow-minded 
nationalist’ (just as they did Margaret Thatcher), but 
he is neither of these things. One of his latest 
actions is to assist in the selling of the big Swiss 
aluminium plant Alusuisse to the Canadian Alcan 
company. This shows that his ‘nationalism’ is 
entirely bogus. 

But all this, of course, will be familiar to British 
observers! 


- SWITZERLAND 
Despite differences in its electoral system by comparison with Britain, it shows some similar 
features when it comes to political trickery. 
ics 
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UNTIL the 1960s, the British 
people lived by a set of rules 
— not the laws of the land 
which determine what are 
officially punishable crimes, 
but a code of behaviour passed down 
from one generation to the next, mainly 
by parents. That’s what was generally 
termed as a ‘good upbringing’. 

Nowadays, we as a nation have largely 
lost the sense of what is really involved in 
‘bringing up children to be good citizens; 
and most modern parents leave the 
~ teaching of their children’s morals, 
manners and social graces in the hands of 
liberal educationalists. Our forefathers 
regarded people’s upbringing as some- 
thing fundamental to a good start in life 
— it was what raising children was all 
about, and it was a responsibility that all 
parents undertook. Who would ever have 
thought that parental guidance would 
come to an end and be replaced by a 
state system, as in Soviet Russia? 

We British used to be a proud nation, 
and also renowned the world over for our 
good manners and breeding. Not any 
more. Now we are associated with lager 
louts causing havoc abroad on holidays 
and during football matches. As for 
football and other games, there is little 
sportsmanship these days, no sense of 
fair play. What has happened to the 
British? 

At home, children are not the little 
innocents they used to be. You often see 
them swaggering around the streets, with 
as much knowledge of certain ‘facts of 
life’ as any ‘adult’ shop in Soho. They use 
the vilest language (which of course has 
been made quite acceptable on TV). Not 
long ago, this kind of language in any 
public place was regarded as highly 
offensive, and with adults could even 
result in prosecution. No-one thought of 
course of applying the rule to children, as 
then people would never have dreamed 
that the young would ever use such 
expletives. 

But neither would anyone have ever 
dreamed that homosexual acts would be 
made legal, let alone presented as accept- 
able and normal, or that abortion would 
become lawful and commonplace. 

All this adds up to a decline which, if 
not arrested shortly, will have appalling 
effects for the future of our people. 


Public apathy 


And far worse than any of these things 
is the alarming frequency of child-murder. 
As the cases of child-murder, thievery, 
rape and drug-addiction become routine, 
people cease any longer to be shocked; 
the ever-growing lists of such cases in our 
newspapers do not seem to spur many 

.Into a sense of public concern, and the 
desire to take action to reverse the trend. 
The new attitude is: ‘’As long as it 
doesn’t affect me or my family, I’m not 
worried.” 


But we should all be worried — because - 
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_young 


people are behaving 


the attit- 
udes and 
behaviour 
of so many 
of our 


people 

bode ill for our future as a nation. How 
can the many delinquent teenagers of 
today, and the far greater number who 
have no personal standards to live by, 
instil any worthy values into the new 
generation they will be producing before 
long — if they’ve never received any 
proper parental guidance themselves? 


Source of the problem 


One reason why so many youngsters 
are no longer well behaved is that they 
are the products of lone-parent families. 
The institution of marriage and the family 
has been systematically — and | believe 
deliberately — eroded by the media and 
by a succession of corrupt governments 
ever since the ‘Swinging Sixties’. 

It is very simple to find the connection 
between the breakdown of the family as 
we used to know it and the role of media 
and government. Both, nowadays, are 
nation-destroying institutions. A nation of 
people who do not believe in marriage but 
have children, or who marry and stay 
childless, will be greatly weakened; the 
wrong people will breed and the quality of 
the population will deteriorate. 

This decade has seen women fall into 
two main groups. First, there are the girls 
who get pregnant at an early age, usually 
to get a council house, never marry, and 
go on to have more children, often by 
different men. These comprise the bulk of 
the lone-parent families. Then there are 
the career women, 
often married, whose 
ambition, like that of 
their husbands or 
partners, is to have 
an affluent life-style 
and two cars, and to 
whom this takes 
priority over child- 
ren. Both groups 
have departed from 
the course of a 
traditional family. 

Both media and 
governments 
encourage the 
modern woman to 
believe that her role 
as wife and mother 
is antiquated. With 
the attitude that you 
can bring up children 
without fathers, 


Wanted: a new breed of 
men with old ideas 


CAROL GARLAND reflects on how 
liberalism and political correctness have 
led to a decline in British standards 


as if in the farmyard, where the male 
animals play just a small and temporary 
role, and fatherhood as we know it is 
unknown. This is totaly wrong; children 
need both parents and a stable family 
environment to live in. The very worst 
idea to emerge in recent years is that of 
the single woman who wants a baby: she 
visits a sperm bank, and the child grows 
up not only fatherless but to have no 
knowledge even of its paternal ancestry 
and origins. If we don’t even know 
‘‘where we’re coming from’’ familywise, 
isn’t this a step away from having no. 
national consciousness? 


An end to families? 


The objective, as we approach the 
‘New Millennium’, seems to be an end to 
family life altogether, including an end to 
the traditional role of men in fatherhood. 
This is the new trend for a new gener- 
ation, and there is every sign that the 
present Government is encouraging it — 
not that the previous one did anything to 
the contrary. 

As living conditions have improved — at 
least materially — with every decade of 
the 20th century, so our society has 
broken down; twisted liberal-leftist ideas 
have been allowed to replace the old 
values. We as a nation are not ‘progress- 


British football hooligans in France, 
1998. These are at least partly the 
products of families without fathers. 


ing but degenerating. If this is to be 
halted, lessons must be learned from the 
past. 

In Victorian times (much maligned in 
Blairite Britain), men embraced their roles - 
as fathers and heads of families. They did 
not undertake these duties lightly. 
Although they were often overbearing and 
severe with discipline, their children grew 
up knowing how to behave and what was 
expected of them as responsible adults. 
With a good upbringing behind them, they 
took their places in an ordered society, 
where to break the rules (even if not the 
law) meant being ostracised by the rest of 
the community. Such attitudes shaped 
our people into decent, solid citizens. 
Those times were often hard, but they 
were fair. Rules and discipline were, and 
are, the only way our children can be 
turned into sound adults. 

In the 1930s, a great many boys were 
at work at the age of 14. Yet while these 
youths were earning money, unlike their 
modern counterparts they wouldn't have 
dared father children. To have done so 
would have meant disgrace. Adulthood 
was Officially reached at 21, when a 
young man would be old enough to 
support a wife and family. His children 
were not expected to be supported by the 

~state. As with their forebears, most men 
of those times raised their children 
- properly. 


Post-war Britain 

Then things changed. World War Il 
wiped out many of our young men, 
including a lot of the best. Many women 
who had been used to working in the 
Land Army or the factories began feeling 
more independent. They became fair 
game for propaganda which deprecated 
the traditional idea of men as bread- 
winners and providers. An increasing 
number of women — also with much 
public encouragement — wanted to have 
their own careers, though married. Being 
a housewife and mother took second 
place. 


IMPROVING THE 
WAYS IN WHICH 


We have received numerous recent 
messages from our readers saying that we 
are doing a good job with our magazine. 
Nevertheless, we want to do even better if 
we can. There are ways in which readers 
can assist us in this regard. 

Much time is saved on typesetting when 
articles sent in are provided on floppy 
disk as well as on paper. The disk may be 
compatible with our computer or it may 
not; if it is not, we will of course have to 
work from the paper text. 

The other important requirement is 
that people who send in articles accom- 
pany them, if possible, with illustrations. 

Readers will have noticed our two new 
features, ‘The things they’re saying’ and 


The present state of affairs in our 
country is the result of several decades of 
governments, egged on by the ‘liberal’ 
media, softening up laws and abandoning 
the restrictions that had kept our society 
in order for so long. The changes that 


The Soho sex shop scene. Here not only 
is every kind of hard porn provided but 
homosexual textbooks are on sale too. 
This book trade has done a lot to under- 
mine healthy moral values in Britain. 


have taken place in the last fifty years 
could fill a book, but some of the worst 
have been: the abolition of capital punish- 
ment; the legalisation of homosexual acts 
and of abortion; surrogate mothers; sperm 
banks; the decline in school discipline; 
and the pill for unmarried women. All 
these things have had a bearing on our 
traditions of family life. It is undeniable 
that the present Government, and the 
Tory Government before it, have done 
nothing to combat the corruption of the 
young, and have even encouraged it. 
Mixed comprehensive schools that have 


very explicit and diverse sex education on 
their curricula are the places where the 
brainwashing process begins. Teenagers 
are encouraged to have sex when very 
young and to have children outside 
marriage, because lone parents are given 
priority over married couples seeking 
homes. Schools are more concerned with 
warning pupils to protect themselves 
against AIDS than they are in encouraging 
marriage and children. Now the Labour 
Government is making it legal again for 
education authorities to promote and 
encourage homosexuality, not seeming to 
understand that the best possible pro- 
tection against AIDS is not to indulge in 
it. 


Needs of survival 


If we are to survive through the coming 
century, we must restore the old order — 
because there is no healthy alternative. 
We have to elect a government which 
will, in particular... 


Encourage the restoration of discipline 
in the classroom and in the home. | 
Bring back capital punishment. 
Discourage lone parents, particularly 
teenage ones. 

Wage war against sexual perversion. 
Ensure the teaching of healthy values 
in schools. 

Encourage women in the roles of 
housewife and mother. 

Encourage men in the roles of bread- 
winner and father. 

Outlaw abortion, except in cases of 
urgent medical need or when the 
pregnancy is the consequence of rape. 


Above all, we must instil in our young 
men the importance of thinking and acting 
as proper representatives of their sex; of 
not just siring children but doing their part 
in the raising of them; of accepting their 
responsibilities, not shirking them. In 
effect, we need to develop a new breed 
of men — with mature heads on young 
shoulders. 


QUALITY OF SPEARHEAD: 


YOU CAN HELP 


‘News from the asylum’. The purpose of 
the first is to show that, more and more, 
items are appearing in the mainstream 
press that reflect our own opinions. The 
second is a selection of the nuttiest pieces 
of news to come our way during the 
month, indicating that Tony Blair’s 
Britain is coming increasingly to resemble 
one vast lunatic asylum. Send us in your 
own cuttings please! 

We are not getting enough British 
National Party news reports. Will all 
party units who have had an interesting 
activity during the previous month please 
tell us. Also send photographs. We must 
get these not later than the 20th of the 
month prior to that of publication. 


These things apart, we want to know 
what you think of the quality of our 
magazine. Is it interesting enough? If not, 
what would you like us to do to make it . 
more so? There is one important point to 
remember, however. If you think we 
should have more articles on this or that 
subject, please remember that we cannot 
print articles we don’t receive! Our 
regular writers all have subjects with 
which they are familiar; they cannot write 
on evérything — and that includes your 
editor. If you think there is an important 
subject which we are missing out on, the 
way to remedy this is to arrange for an 
article dealing with it to be sent to us — 
if not by you, then by someone you know. 
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The Editor 
'Spéarhead' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: The article by Richard Molesworth 
(November issue) relating to the negative 
impact of certain types of music was 
probably the most inane piece of writing 
ever published in Spearhead. 

| appreciate Strauss waltzes but don’t 
intend to holiday at the Wailing Wall. | 
enjoy the music of the Beatles and the 
Rolling Stones but have no intention of 
indulging in illegal substances. Even a 
group such as Led Zeppelin has its attrac- 
tions but | have no inclination to dabble in 
the occult. 

Similarly, | enjoy a good claret and 
highly spiced food but do not celebrate 
Bastille Day or Diwali. 

The author of ‘Is rock music white 
music’ has simply reinforced the con- 
trolled media’s stereotypal image of 
nationalists being mentally deficient 
cavemen. 

The publication of such writings 
(however well intentioned) should be 
avoided in future. 

SIMON LADD 
Enfield, Middlesex 


SIR: | feel | must write in reply to Richard 
Molesworth’s article in November's 
Spearhead, ‘ls rock music white music?’. 

| am a working-class young(ish) nation- 
alist, and | have never read such rubbish 
in all my life. 

If Richard Molesworth thinks we can 
interest young people in nationalism 
through the media of classical music, 
Morris dancing and opera, he is either 
blinded by his class background or living 
in cloud-cuckooland. 

White nationalist rock music is made by 
dedicated nationalists and recorded/ 
pressed by either white nationalist, or at 
least sympathetic, recording companies. 
These are often ‘underground’. 

The nationalists involved in this process 
risk imprisonment through breach of our 
suffocating race laws. 

The writer’s ‘subliminal messages’ 
paranoia is ridiculous and insulting to all 
involved in the production of White Rock, 
as are his parallels drawn with drugs and 
pornography. 

You are living in the Stone Age, Mr. 
Molesworth. If we want to attract the 
young to the fight, Stone Age music will 
certainly not bring them in. 

MICK HOLMES 
Nottingham 


SIR: | was interested in Richard Moles- 
worth’s article in October titled ‘How 
Americanisation has corrupted Britain, and 
also his follow-up article, ‘Is rock music 
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white music?’. While | agree with the 
general thrust of what he says, | would 
like to point out that modern ‘negroid’ 
music (he cites rock ‘n roll) is not totally 
alien to these islands, since it (rock ‘n roll) 
is a blend of — yes — the negro blues 
and the country music that had its roots 
in European folk. The jig and the reel are 
definitely part of our tradition, and if one 
doubts it one only has to go to Cecil 
Sharp House in Camden Town, London, 
and examine the archives. 

Cecil Sharp (1859-1924) spent the 
early years of this century collecting 
traditional songs and dances before they 
were lost forever, and it is said of him 
that ‘‘He restored to the English the 
songs and dances of their country.” 

During the folk music boom of the 
1960s, many of these previously obscure 
songs were recorded with tasteful elect- 
ronic backing, and some were even taken 
into the ‘pop’ charts. Chief among the 
folk exponents were a group called 
Fairport Convention, fronted by the late 
Sandy Denny. 

The 1969 album Liege and Fief contains 
many treasures lifted from the vaults of 
Cecil Sharp House, as do others. 

My own favourite, from the album 
Fotheringay, is a song called ‘The banks 
of the Nile’, and is set at the time of our 
wars in Egypt and the Sudan in the 19th 
century. 

This, surely, is where nationalists 
should be looking to to rediscover their 
musical traditions; stirring as the Last 
Night of the Proms is, it is not every- 
thing. 

A. FLICK 
Hayes, Middlesex 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: Whilst not a devotee of 
rock music, this editor takes a neutral 
position on whether it should be used by 
the nationalist movement, and he has 
never attempted to prevent the practice 
by those keen on it. He repudiates the 
theory, however, that this is a young/old 
issue. When about 18-20, he was 
motivated towards political nationalism 
partly by a combination of European 
classical, British traditional and military 
martial music, never by anything that 
could remotely be called ‘pop’ or ‘rock’. 

Neither is the question one of ‘working 
class’ versus any other class. Some of the 
very greatest classical composers were of 
quite humble origins, and in saner times 
people did not see music as connected 
with any social divide. 

Finally, in fairness to Mr. Molesworth, it 
must be pointed out that nowhere in his 
November article did he insist that only 
classical music — whether Strauss 
watzes or the Last Night of the Proms — 
should be acceptable to nationalists.) 


SIR: David Copeland, the alleged Brixton 
bomber, is to be examined by psych- 
iatrists and other ‘experts’ in the field of 
mental abnormality to ascertain whether 
or not he is insane. 

There is a very good chance that 
Copeland will never be tried. Probably, he 


Herre ys 


will be diagnosed as unfit to plead and 
locked away in Broadmoor until such time 
as the dust of suspicion has settled, and 
eventually could be found hanged in his 
cell because, as the gansters of 
Hollywood used to say, ‘’he knew too 
much.’’ 

N.G. CHARNLEY 

Blackpool, Lancs. 


SIR: Two white men who were racially 
discriminated against by black females in 
Lambeth Council offices, lan Short and 
James Monaghan, claimed that they were 
treated as ‘token Whites’ and hounded 
out by their black female manager and her 
‘black inner circle’. 

This parallels the recent race row at 
Ford’s Dagenham plant, where Michael 
Lambert was sacked. 

As we know, multi-national companies 
like Fords and local authorities like 
Lambeth claim to be ‘equal-opportunity’ 
employers. In effect, this almost always 
means taking the side of non-Whites in 


- disputes with Whites! 


MARK TWIDDY 
London E.7 


SIR: John Bean’s theories about the 
factors that have held back nationalism in 
Britain (as reviewed in Spearhead last 
month) are interesting, but of those on 
which he puts his finger internal warfare 
is by far the most important — over- 
shadowing by a long way questions of 
‘image’ and enemy smear propaganda. 

There seems to be an uncannily repet- 
itive tendency. Just as an organisation 
looks like getting somewhere, showing a 
bit of success, there is an attempt to 
disrupt it from the inside by squabbles 
and splits which have no rational justif- 
ication. 

As to whether these divisions arise due 
to natural human factors or are the 
product of conspiracy, we cannot be 
absolutely certain; but their timing does 
lend some credence to the latter theory. 

Let us hope that mature attitudes will 
prevail in the BNP, so that this destructive 
tendency does not repeat itself. 

J.R. WEST 
High Wycombe, Bucks. 


SIR: Agitators for a republic in Australia 
claim that that country needs to acquire 
ts own distinctive ‘national identity’ and 
show its ‘independence’. 

Yet, as has been pointed out before in 
Spearhead, it is mostly these same people 
who favour extensive Third World immig- 
ration into Australia — the surest 
guarantee that its people’s national 
identity will be destroyed. Also, they are 
not to be found opposing the takeover of 
Australian industries and assets by multi- 
national companies, including Asian ones, 
nor the subordination of Australia to 
globalist political institutions. This makes 
a nonsense of the talk about ‘indepen- 
dence’. 

Isn't this a case of blatant hypocrisy 
and double-standards? 

BRIAN COOK 
Manchester 


FREEDOM BOOKS (Phone 0374 454893) 


P.O. BOX 59, MOLD, FLINTS. CH7 5ZA 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and rviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 


... AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £13.50. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 


ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed. Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its people 
from the 4th to 11th centuries. With leftist 
teachers and curriculum advisers doing all they 
can to undermine knowledge of, and pride in, our 
ancestors among the younger generation, it is 
important that nationalists get books like this into 
the hands of their growing children. 1982 (rep. 
1991), 272pp. 


APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00. An updated 
version of the 1963 account of this real ‘war 
crime’ — the allied terror bombing of an 
undefended city, packed with refugees fleeing 
from rape and murder at the hands of the brutal 
Red Army. 1995, xiv, 315pp. 


ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £9.99. 
Convincing picture of life between the 4th and 
7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was abandoned 
by the Roman Legions to the Picts, Scots and 
Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 

BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 
1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE, THE (Richard J. Herrnstein & 
Charles Murray) £25.00. This important book, 
which has aroused enormous controversy in the 
USA, deals with differences in_ intellectual 
Capacity among people and groups. The ways in 
which these could be accounted for by environ- 
mental influences are examined, and accorded 
the remarkably small amount of weight they 
deserve. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BLAIR’S BRITAIN (Hal Colebatch) £7.95. The 
threat posed by the present cultural establish- 
ment, supported by the Labour Government, to 
our national identity. Highly recommended. 
1999, 158pp: 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 
24pp. 

BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic _ historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 

CALL IT CONSIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the 
wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous consequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 


CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) 
£5.00. A welcome reissue of this sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white race by 
Asian immigrant invasion. Once on sale in 
ordinary bookshops, but now only available from 


The prices given in this list do not include 
postal charges, which should be estimated 
by calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to send for books should first 
enquire. The minimum postage for UK orders is 
SOp. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to ‘Freedom 
Books’ only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly is ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 59 
Mold 
Flints. CH7 5ZA 


New titles are marked with stars * 

Please note this fact, which is of great impor- 
tance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many differ-ent authors holding a 
number of different political viewpoints, very few 
of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent, the British National 
Party. The party’s mail order book service 


. distributes these books because it is felt that they 


fill important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and international 
issues. This does not mean that all the content of 
the books should be taken as representative of 
the policies of the party. The party reserves 
the right to differ with some of the authors 
over some parts of their writings. 


the nationalist ‘underground’. One of the great 
works of fiction of the second half of the 20th 
century. 1973, 311pp. 


CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian 


. David Irving’s freedom to travel and commun- 


icate and of the smear campaign against him. 
The book relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts 
to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths and founders of Britain. First 
published early this century, rep. 1994, 457pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent 


Blair’s Britain | 


Hal Colebatch 


An exposure 
of the 
cultural war 
being 


waged 
against the 
British 
people by 
the Blair 
Government 
(see this 
page) 


history that have not found their way into text- 
books or newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charm- 
ley) £20.00. A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous 
conequences of Churchill’s faith in US friend- 
ship. 1995, xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
ll leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL, THE END OF GLORY ((John Charm- 
ley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in its raising of 
awkward questions concerning Churchill as a. 
national leader, though the author is more 
moderate in his treatment of his subject than is 
Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 
classic work by a mainstream historian, more 
relevant by the year! 643pp. 


COME CLEAN, MR. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the story of the Stephen 
Lawrence murder but has used exactly the same 
sort of violent hoodlums as those who committed 
it. 1998, seven pp (A4). 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £8.99. 
The shocking treatment of German civilians under 
the allied occupation, 1945-50. The hidden story 
of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ in European 
history. 288pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the _ international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with 
racial problems in America (and not just simply 
between Blacks and Whites). A comprehensive 
introduction to the subject very relevant to 
Britain. 1981, 613pp. 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£25.00; paperback £17.50. Comprehensive 
statement of the case for modern British 
Nationalism. A partly autobiographical account of 
the author’s origins, first political stirrings and 
subsequent work in building up the British 
National Party. A ‘must’ for all BNP supporters. 
First published in 1986, this is an updated edition 
published in 1998, 537pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£7.95. The book argues that the European Union 
is fascist and corporatist in inspiration. Discusses 
the Bilderberg Group, the CIA and _internat- 
ionalists like Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reit- 
Cont. overleaf 
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‘linger. 1996, 149pp. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “’... the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War... the definitive revisionist 
work on the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Union. 1992, 69pp. 


GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 


GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £15.00. How American sovereignty 
and social justice are being sacrificed to the gods 
of the global economy. A powerful plea for 
national freedom and social justice with great 
irelevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HATE COMES TO TOWN«x (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. The lies and poison of the Searchlight 
‘Educational’ Trust, documented, exposed and 
deconstructed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£9.65. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 


‘HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
‘Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
‘monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) 
£16.99. The story of the attempted communist 
takeover of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. 
The truth about the ‘blacklist’ and the HUAC 
hearings. A ‘must’ for students of media lies. 
1998, 365pp. 


IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) 
£35.00. Study of the life and thought of A.K. 
Chesterton, one of the major figures in British 
Nationalism from the 1930s to the 1970s. 
Though not supportive, generally fair. 1996, xiii, 
250pp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulick Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author (real name 
Francis Parker Yockey) rejects Marx, Freud and 
other ‘culture-distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole liberal world outlook. Originally published 
1948, 625pp. 


JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. Paperback. 


KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £7.99. A former farming journalist 
describes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking 
number of independent farmers. A truly shocking 
and important book. Paperback. 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the 
-western allies for slaughter by the Soviets 
between 1944 and 1947. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of 
current attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


.MARCO POLO REPORT (institute of Historical 
Review) £13.00. The extraordinary story of how 
international pressure groups compelled a popular 
Japanese magazine to close down after it had 
published a revisionist article. 1995, 30pp (A4). 
MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £3.95. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of 
Life’, this book argues that the world is governed 

‘by natural forces in man and nature, rather than 

‘by genteel political and religious creeds. c. 1930, 


Page 24 


A powerful 
exposure of 
the hidden 
forces 
driving the 
nations 
towards a 
one-world 
super-state 


an exposure of 
power politics 


AKCHESTERTON _ 


rep. 1992, 73pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £8.00. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First 
published 1952. 128pp. 


NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial 
tensions in a number of areas, showing that they 
are based not on hate or bigotry but on natural 
universal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 288pp. 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£9.99. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 


PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £10.00. Eminent scholar argues that civil- 
isation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923, rep. 1983, 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which have 
wielded it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), 
vi, 273pp. 

RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS 
(W.C. George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egal- 
itarian dogma is flawed, despite the influential 
forces promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 
RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hilaire 
Belloc) £3.50. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of the Distributive movement. 
Trenchant criticism of both capitalism and 
communism. 1984, 78pp. 


REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £6.50. Series of incisive essays arguing 


that white patriots should adopt insurgent, rather 
than conservative, strategies to defend their 
culture and values. Although written’ for 
Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons for British nationalists too. 1997, 250pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE (Bernard Connolly) 
£17.50. A former official of the European Comm- 
ission exposes the lies and deceit involved in the 
establishment of the ERM and the dangers 
involved in European monetary union and. 
European federalism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War Il by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy, showing how 
Stalin incited the war hoping to seize Western 
Europe in the ensuing chaos. 1987, 152pp. 
STANDARDBEARERS= £6.00. Subtitled British 
Roots of the New Right. a collection of essays on 
20 political and cultural heroes for British nation- 
alists. 1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian N. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Soc/a/ 
Creditor dealing with political and economic 
threats to Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THE GRIP OF DEATH (Michael Rowbottom) 
£15.00. Fine study of modern money, debt 
slavery and destructive economics. 1998, 
337pp. 


THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind the 
scenes’ of international politics. 1987, 61pp. 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £11.95. A businessman discusses 


_ the origins of our money system, its social and. 


ecological consequences and proposals for its’ 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global: 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
and Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit-, 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£4.40. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. 3rd ed. 
1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The: Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 
1982, 113pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. : 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry. points the way to a 
Satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 
320pp. 


WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £8.00. 
Fine reprinting of a remarkably far-seeing book, 
first published in 1915, which argued that the: 
war then raging would do incalculable damage to 
the genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. 
Disturbing but fascinating. Hardback, 1981, 
127pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£19.00. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 
1982, 904pp. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 
117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


For a Britain Strong and Free 
Attractive pamphlet in full colour prepared espec- 


ially to deal with enquiries from the 1999 Euro 


Election and now serving as the main intro- 
ductory publication for the BNP. £7.26 post-free. 


Britain Reborn 

British National Party Manifesto for the 1997 
General Election. In 64 large pages, it examines 
all the problems facing Britain today, and sets out 
the BNP policies which will meet the challenges 
ahead. £3.55 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 

The British National Party’s Manifesto for the 
1999 Euro Election. 24 pages long, it covers all 
the key areas in which EU membership is under- 
mining Britain’s traditional freedoms. £2.00 post- 
free. 

No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case 
against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in 
collaboration with party headquarters. 60p 
post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of 
mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises the 
text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission. 44p 
post-free. 

BNP Activists' Handbook 

This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £2.00 post-free. 
Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists'. Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
Party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears -- valuable for this 
alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


The Full Monty: Exposes Tony Blair's unbel- 
ievable recommendation that skilled men thrown 
out of work by New Labour’s Tory globalist 
economic policies should retrain as strippers! 
Even more arrogant than Norman Tebbitt's 
infamous ‘On your bike’ comment, this dis- 


yusully suyYyesLuONn Nas given tne BNF a leaflet 
which can be used to devastating effect in 
Labour’s old industrial heartlands. 


Do you think? Hard-hitting leaflet dealing with 
the flood of bogus refugees and Kosovar Muslim 
asylum-seekers now bringing social services in 
many parts of the country to the point of 
collapse. 

Conservative? Not any more! Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters and activists, and partic- 
ularly useful in the constituencies of Tory MPs 
who attack the BNP. Exposes the liberalism and 
perversion which riddles the Conservatives. 
Stop the building! Calls for a halt to the planned 
destruction of the green belt by up to five million 
new houses. Exposes immigration as the main 
motor of the threat to our countryside. 


The leaflets above are all two-coloured, 
double-sided and cost £8 per 1,000, with 
postage charges of £5.95 for 1,000 and £6.45 
for 2,000. 


Other publicity. items in stock are the 
headline-grabbing A4 anti-paedophile leaflet Stop 
Labour's attack on the welfare state, Defend 
British Fishermen and British Countryman, the 
BNP newsletter produced especially for country 
people. Call 0374 454893 for details. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruit- 
ment. These are first class propaganda weapons. 
Use them to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally November '97: Video of the second BNP 
rally of the year. Excellent regional reports, plus 
stirring speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick 
Griffin and John Tyndall. 

Rally January '97: Video of the postponed 1996 
BNP Annual Rally, held in London on January 
25th 1997. Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, 
Nick Griffin, Richard Edmonds, John Tyndall and 
overseas guest José Ramos. 

Rally ‘95: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
in London on November 11th 1995. Hear and 
see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. 

Videos of Rallies '95-'97 cost £15.92 each post- 
free. 

Rally ‘94: ideo of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
near London on November 5th 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 


‘John Tyndall. £73.02 post-free. 


Build the BNP — read and sell... 
BRITISH NATIONALIST 


The monthly newspaper of the British 
National Party is packed with news and facts 
the controlled media don’t want you to know 
about. Its subjects range from anti-white 
racism to the destruction of Britain’s econ- 
omic and political independence. Every issue 
brings you shocking reports of events hushed 
up by the mainstream news media. 

But it’s not just a matter of knocking the 
other parties. BN also sets out in plain, 
simple language how the BNP would deal 
with the problems facing Britain. 

British Nationalist has ten pages and comes 
in tabloid size, with plenty of illustrations. 

Don’t miss a single issue. Order now! 
Send three first-class stamps for 
sample copy and subscription details 
and write to: PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. 


THE KEY TO GROWTH 


While it is personal contact which makes | 
most enquirers commit themselves to the 


-BNP, the best way to find those enquirers in 
‘the first place, and to generate local press 


interest, is thorough regular leafleting. All BNP 
units, and even isolated members, should aim 
for a leaflet drop at least once a week. 


Nationa! Party is taking advantage 
4 it’s 


East London council elections ‘Vote BNP’ video. 
Includes the uncut General Election broadcast. 17 


‘minutes of ground-breaking publicity material. 


£6.50 incl. p&p. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new 
century. An exposition of the main BNP policies; 
Time for action! A summons to the lazy and the 
apathetic to stir themselves and get involved! 
£6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White 
Race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, : 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 6-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FREE SPEECH 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broadcats 
made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the American 
National Alliance. Of interest to white people all 
over the world. Appears monthly. Send US$5.00 
for sample copy. Subscription rates to the UK 
supplied on request. Please send US currency 
only. Write to PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 


British National Party lapel badges: These are 
temporarily out of stock. The party is re-ordering, 
and they should be available very soon. Watch 
this page for further information. 
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BNP honours war dea 


ALL OVER BRITAIN last month, 
British National Party local units were 
to be seen marking Remembrance 
Sunday with small tributes to Britain’s 
dead in two world wars. The day was 
particularly poignant this year because 


Remembrance leaflet 


The leaflet 
shown here was 
distributed ex- 
tensively by BNP ef 
units around the 
time of Remem- 
brance Day last 
month. It shows 
a picture of men 
about to go ‘over 
the top’ in the 
trench warfare of 
1914-18. With 
this is a poem by Peter Baker in which a 
World War soldier has a ghastly dream of 
the Britain of the future for which he is 
about to die, a Britain in which the 
politicians have betrayed his generation of 
war dead. This, leaflet published on 
behalf of the Association of British Ex- 
Servicemen, carries a powerful message. 
It should be continued. 


Renewal time: This is a reminder to all 
readers who are also BNP members that their 
subscriptions are due for renewal at the end of 
this month. Rates are the same as for previous 


the ceremonies, large and small, will be 


the last of the 20th century. 

It is sometimes claimed in the popular 
press that Remembrance Day means 
little to the younger generations, to 
whom even the Second War is history 
long past. One would not have received 
this impression from the large portions 


of young people to be found among BNP 


members standing in silence at war 
memorials throughout the country. They 
were there in solidarity with their older 
colleagues in memory of Britain’s and 
the British Commonwealth’s fallen. 
Typical was a delegation from the 
Fenland & Peterborough group, which 
staged a small ceremony in Peter- 
borough. A poem was read out by a 
young member prior to the minute’s 
silence. Members of the newly formed 
Association of British Ex-Servicemen 
(ABEX) were present and supplied the 
poppy wreath (pictured on right) via the. 
Western Front Association. The message 


OBITUARY 
CLIVE FARRER 


We have been saddened to hear that veteran 


Peterborough nationalist Clive Farrer passed © 


away last month. Clive Farrer was a very ener- 
getic writer of letters to his local newspaper, and 
was very helpful in keeping Spearhead regularly 
informed on news from his area of the country. 

We offer our condolences to his wife and 


years. Get your money off now! family. 
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Make sure of your regular copy of ‘Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Fill in the 
form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also the 
rates for bulk-buyers. 
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PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the 
case of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying 
for banker's commission and charges. 

Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: £1.10 each; 20-49 copies: £1.00 each; 50-99 copies: 83p each; 100- 


199 copies: 69p each; 200-499 copies: 6( each; 500 copies or over: 55p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent 
to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 


read: ‘‘In loving memory of all those 
who gave their lives for their country in 
conflict. We will never betray their 
patriotism — by word or by deed.’’ 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First published 
in 1988, the new (1998) edition has been updated to 
take in the many new developments on the political 
scene occuring since. The book gives compre- 
hensive coverage of all the major current issues 
affecting Britain. It delves into the ideologies of 
liberalism, conservatism and the left, and also 
examines that of British Nationalism and_ its 
background. It contains extensive analyses of the 
British economy and political system. It looks at 
issues connected with freedom and order, the mass 
media, the environment, race and immigration, 
Northern Ireland, the Commonwealth, foreign 
policy and defence. It also gives a detailed outline 
of the development of the BNP and its predecessor 
organisations in Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages, it is partly 
autobiographical, giving an account of the author’s 
origins, early political awakening and subsequent 
life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £3.90 p&p; paper- 
back £17.50 plus £3.05 p&p. Please send cheques 
to Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall. ——— 
and the BNP 
stand for. 


NO RALLY THIS YEAR 


One or two readers have contacted Spear- 
head and asked why we did not print any 
advertisemen. last month for the British 
National Party’s Annual Rally, which for 
the past few years has consistently taken 
place in November. 

We refer readers to what we reported on 
page 16 of last month’s issue: that the 
BNP’s new leadership has decided that there 
will no such rally this year. 

The reason given in the October issue of 
British Nationalist was that there was insuff- 
icient time for the rally to be organised 
following’ the leadership changeover. We 
refuted this by saying that the 1998 rally 
had been organised at no greater ‘notice. 

We now understand from what has been 
said at meetings and in a recent bulletin that 


Campaign begins for London Assembly 


The British National Party intends to mount 
a strong campaign in its bid for seats in the 
Greater London Assembly, for which elections 
will be held this coming Spring. With the 
election being held under PR rules, The party 
needs to obtain five per cent of the vote right 
across the capital to be able to get one coun- 
cillor elected. With the Tories in disarray over 
the Jeffrey Archer affair (see this month’s 
‘What We Think’ feature) and the gloss 
starting to wear off ‘New Labour’, the winning 
of a seat by the BNP is possible. 

The party has kicked off its campaign with a 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full production 
and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our supp- 
orters so that we may remain solvent. 


the Autumn rally has been ‘scrapped’ as a 
party fixture because to hold it at that time 
of the year is considered ‘a mistake’. This 
is surprising to us in view of the success of 
recent rallies at that time of the year. 
Anyway, the intention now is to hold an. 
Annual General Meeting early in the New 
Year and a weekend ‘Summer Festival’ later 
on. 

There therefore seem to be conflicting 
explanations as to why there was no rally 
this November. Was it because of insuff- 
iciency of time, or was it because it is 
considered a mistake to hold it all? How- 
ever, we hope we have answered to every- 
one’s satisfaction the question of why 
Spearhead printed no advert for the rally 
last month. There was none. 


a new leaflet (shown here) drawing attention 
to the excessive public focus and police 
priority given to race 
attacks on non-Whites 
while the far greater 
number of attacks on 
Whites (usually by 
non-Whites) is ig- 
nored. . 

It is hoped that this 
leaflet will get media 
attention, and public- 
ise the campaign. 


DON’T CONTACT YOUR LOCAL 
COMMUNITY SAFETY UNIT 


Odin riding Sleipnir 


Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 


columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle the magazine. 
Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for donations of less 
than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case an SAE would be much 


appreciated. Thanks. 


These greetings cards are professionally 
printed in full colour and are A& in size. 
They cost £7.50 for a set of twelve — any 
mix of titles — from: 


Planet Prints, PO Box 62, Uckfield, 
Sussex, TN22 1ZY. 
We sell a large range of full-colour post- 


ers and cards with a folk-heritage theme: 
please send an S.A.E. for a free catalogue. 
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A FEW QUESTIONS... AND AN ANSWER 


ee Do you like the direction in which 
the world — and your own country 
in particular — is heading? 


Would you count yourself among 
the 67 per cent of British people 
who believe that they are merely 
existing rather than living in any 
meaningful sense? 


If you have a reasonable job and a 
few hundred shares, how do you 
feel about the continual stress of 
insecurity, the thought that 
everything you've worked for could 
trickle from your hands, like sand? 


Would you prefer to be part of a 
steadily advancing civilisation or a 
tawdry and directionless consumer 
society that rapes and pillages 
man’s worth and dignity? 


Do you think that this present society offers any future for your children? 


Do you have an instinctive distaste for the sleaze, mediocrity and general 
irrelevance of the old political parties? 


Do growing social breakdown and rising crime leave you fearful for the future? 


If your answer to the above questions is yes, there is an alternative to this 
society's mire of defeat and self-destruction. We of the British National Party are 
dead-set against the chaos and disaster created by the parties of the Westminster 
Establishment. They say there is no future for you except more of the same: more 
drift, more ‘globalisation’ and more ‘managed decline’ — which takes us back to 
those unpleasant questions above... 


We say that if you want a real future you must join us and fight for it! 


For more information on the 
British National Party, write WOE ics 5 cya ita acs 2h ean ee ee 
and send 50Op to:- 


The Secretary 
Biot Baked WI Sika bear i eee ee a rs ae a ram al ne Ge eee eee ee 
Welling 

Kent DA16 3DW 
Tel. 0374 454893 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 


Printed & published by Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 
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